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I believe that there is no place in civilized society for 
anti-Semitism, Zionism or any other manifestation of 
nationalism, chauvinism or racism. The problem of erad- 
icating these evils on a global scale is an urgent one. 


From replies by Mikhail GOR- 
BACHEV, General Secretary of 
the CPSU Central Committee, to ques- 
tions put by /’Humanite. 

“Pravda”, February 8, 1986 


If there is any other country where Jews enjoy such 
political and other rights as they do in our country, I 
would be glad to hear of it. The Jewish population, which 
accounts for 0.69 per cent of the country’s population as a 
whole, is represented in its political and cultural life on a 
scale of at least 10-20 per cent. Many people of Jewish 
nationality are well known in the country. 


From General Secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee Mikhail GOR- 
BACHEV’S | statement over French 
television 

“Pravda”, October 2, 1985 


TASS STATEMENT 


October 2, 1985 


Israel perpetrated another act of aggression. On October 
1, the Israeli air force raided a suburb of Tunis, capital of a 
sovereign Arab state 2,000 kilometres away from Israel. The 
raid was targeted at the premises of Palestinian agencies 
situated there by agreement with the Tunisian government 
and at the homes of peaceful civilians. There were numerous 
casualties. 

The Israeli officials are now touting with brazen cynicism 
their bloody crime, not at all ashamed of what they look like 
in the eyes of the world. Their claims to Israel’s “right’’ to 
terror are as flagrant as the policy of state terrorism practised 
by the backer of Israel, the United Stated of America. 

The act of aggression perpetrated against Tunisia by Israel 
and its other crimes against the country demonstrated once 
more the true worth of the hypocritical statements of the 
Israeli leaders about their striving for peace in the Middle 
East. What peace with the Arab neighbours and what security 
in the Middle East can be talked about when Israel continues 
to pursue its course of aggression, of terrorizing the Arabs 
and of suppressing the Palestinians fighting for their national 
rights? This course is bound to lead to the further escalation 
of tension in the Middle East and to new cycles of violence. 

Israel must bear responsibility for all this in full measure. 
It is the duty of all the members of the international com- 
munity and the peace forces in all countries resolutely to 
rebuff the aggressive actions of Israel. 

The villainous attack on Tunisia is angrily denounced in 
the USSR. The Soviet people are again voicing their solidarity 
with, and support for, the Palestinian and other Arab peoples 
in their just struggle against the Israeli aggression and the 
intrigues of imperialism. 


TASS STATEMENT 


February 6, 1986 


On February 4 Israel staged a new blatant act of state 
terrorism. Its military aircraft intercepted in the international 
airspace a Libyan passenger plane on a flight to Damascus 
and forced it to land in the north of Israel. The plane 
passengers were subjected to a humiliating search. 

This act by Tel Aviv is nothing less than air piracy, a 
cynical encroachment on the elementary norms of inter- 
national law, the principles of freedom and safety of inter- 
national air travel enshrined in the relevant inter-state con- 
ventions to which incidentally Israel is a party. 

Facts show that banditry with respect to civil aviation has 
become something habitual for Tel Aviv—once the Israeli air 
force downed a Libyan civilian plane, next time it intercepted 
a plane of the Lebanese airline and forced it to land on Israeli 
territory. Although those actions were resolutely condemned 
the world over, Israel is clearly unwilling to make appropriate 
conclusions. 

Israel’s bandit-like actions are explained away by the 
hypocritical pretext of “fighting against terrorism”. However, 
the true cause of the vicious circle of vilence, in which the 
Middle East has been plunged for several decades now, is the 
banditry and terror raised by Israel to the rank of state policy. 
The latest criminal action of the Israeli military is fraught with 
fresh complications of the situation in that region, explosive 
as it has been. 

Impunity and the cult of force, flaunted by the Israeli 
leaders, are explained above all by the connivance of those 
who stand behind Tel Aviv’s flagrant anti-Arab policy. What 
strikes the eye is that the act of piracy against the Libyan 
civilian plane was perpetrated after the USA had blocked 


8 


Security Council resolutions which denounced Israel’s ag- 
awe policy towards Lebanon and in the Israeli-occupied 
lands. 

The Soviet Union strongly condemns the terrorist action 
by Tel Aviv, which is at odds with basic norms of inter- 
national relations. Acts of piracy must be stopped. The time 
has come for the Security Council, acting in accordance with 
its mandate under the UN Charter, to take effective measures 
to put an end to Israeli crimes, which constitute an immediate 
threat to peace and security in the Middle East and elsewhere. 


STOP ISRAELI TERROR ON PALESTINIAN 
LANDS! 


STATEMENT BY THE ANTI-ZIONIST 
COMMITTEE OF SOVIET PUBLIC OPINION 


“Pravda’’, March 30, 1986 


On March 30 every year the Palestinian people and all 
Arabs mark the “Day of the Land’. On this day humankind 
is reminded that, contrary to the well-known United Nations 
decisions, an entire nation has been deprived of its homeland 
from which it has been banished. It is recalled on this day that 
the Palestine problem exists and should be settled on a fair 
basis. To attain this highly humane objective it is necessary to 
convene an international conference on the Middle East, 
attended on an equal basis by all the parties concerned, 
including the Palestine Liberation Organization as the sole 
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. 

Today the “‘Day of the Land” is being marked amidst 
heightened tension in the Middle East owing to Israel’s 
aggressive ambitions and the anti-Arab, anti-Palestine policy 
of Washington. These “strategic allies” pursue a policy of 
open state terrorism and flout the UN Charter and the 
generally recognized norms of international law. The Israeli 
authorities pursue a policy of ruthless oppression on the 
occupied Arab lands, including enforced banishment, arrests 
without trial or investigation, detention for half a year and 
longer, imposition of a 24-hour curfew in towns and villages, 
the closing of Arab universities, including Bir-Zeit University, 
which is a well-known research centre, and the confiscation of 
Palestinian newspapers and other publications merely for 
carrying reports about the life of Palestinians. The homes of 
Palestinians suspected of having sympathy for the PLO are 
demolished. 

A network of Jewish settlements is being set up on 
occupied Arab lands. To date over 100 such settlements have 
been built on the West Bank of the River Jordan, the Gaza 
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Strip and the Golan Heights, captured in June 1967. It is a 
means of “‘creeping annexation”’ of these lands. This activity 
is entirely illegitimate. According to the relevant Geneva 
conventions an occupying power has no right to take steps 
that would lead to demographic changes on captured ter- 
ritories. Israel has repeatedly demonstrated its utter contempt 
for international law despite the fact that some of the inter- 
national legal acts have been signed by its official 
representatives. 

Numerous Zionist organizations take part in setting up 
such settlements. Particularly active are the World Zionist 
Organization and various Zionist parties. A special role is 
played by the Defence Ministry of Israel. 

On this “Day of the Land”’ we resolutely state on behalf 
of the Soviet people that state terrorism and the “creeping 
annexation” of the captured Arab lands by Israel must be 
stopped. Tel Aviv must not forget that these crimes are 
punishable. It will have to answer for them! 


FROM THE SPEECH BY MEIR VILNER, 
GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL 
COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 
OF ISRAEL, AT THE 27TH CPSU CONGRESS 


“Pravda’’, March 6, 1986 


Dear comrades, the eyes of the ruling Zionist circles in our 
country are also focused on Moscow, yet in quite a different 
way. In the days of the Congress’s work they have unleashed 
on an even greater scale their unbridled campaign of anti- 
Sovietism. As patriots and internationalists we rebuff the 
anti-Soviet policy as running counter to the true national 
interests of the Israeli people and the cause of peace. 

The Israeli government was among the first to give its full 
support to the US “Star Wars” plans. The Israeli-US strategic 
alliance is spearheaded against the Soviet Union, the in- 
dependent anti-imperialist states, and the national liberation 
movements in the Middle East, Africa, Asia and Latin Amer- 
ica. The Israeli militarists continue to sow death and destruc- 
tion in Lebanon. In the occupied Palestinian territories they 
are conducting an “iron fist” policy and trampling upon 
man’s basic rights. 

The militarization of the economy and the state budget, 
the result of the policy of war and occupation, has led to an 
acute moral, social and economic crisis. Unemployment has 
acquired a mass character. There have been drastic cuts in the 
allocations for education and public health. The real wages of 
the working people have gone down. 

Yet it would be wrong to imagine everything that is going 
on in Israel in a bleak light. We are not doing our work in 
isolation. Resistance is growing to the policy of aggression 
and expansion which has also become a threat to Israel’s 
future. The working people’s struggle is gaining strength. The 
movement to prevent the spread of racism and the danger of 
fascism has acquired a mass character. 
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We are waging a consistent fight against the policy of 
national discrimination and confiscation of land belonging to 
Israel’s Arab population. 

We express solidarity with the Palestinians’ just struggle to 
set up their own independent state alongside Israel under the 
leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization—the sole 
legitimate representative of the Arab people of Palestine. 

We are fighting for the withdrawal of Israeli troops from 
all Arab territories occupied since June 1967 and all Pales- 
tinian territories including East Jerusalem, from the Syrian 
Golan Heights and southern Lebanon. 

We demand the holding of an international conference 
sponsored by the UN to achieve an all-round just and lasting 
peace in the Middle East. 


FROM THE SPEECH BY KHALID BAGDASH, 
SECRETARY GENERAL 
OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE 
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF SYRIA, 
AT THE 27TH CPSU CONGRESS 


“Pravda’’, March 6, 1986 


The Arab national liberation movement is the target of a 
sweeping offensive by US imperialism and its strategic ally— 
Zionist Israel. I will cite but a few facts: the concentration of 
US Navy warships off Libya’s coast; the seizure of a Libyan 
civilian plane by Israeli fighters with Washington’s use of its 
veto in the UN Security Council to prevent an official 
condemnation of this ignominious crime; continuous threats 
against Syria and incessant aggression being perpetrated 
against the towns and villages in the south of Lebanon. US 
imperialism, together with the Zionist regime, employs all this 
in a bid to establish its absolute military, economic and 
political hegemony in our region. However, US-Israeli policy 
suffers one failure after another, evidenced by the forced 
withdrawal of the troops of the NATO countries from 
Lebanon; the annulment of the agreement of May 17, 1983; 
the downfall of the venal regime of Nimeri in Sudan; and the 
thwarting of the Amman agreement, which was aimed at 
concluding a separatist deal with Israel and depriving the 
Arab people of Palestine of the right to self-determination 
and the establishment of its own independent national state. 
The Communist Party of Syria, together with all progressive 
forces of our country, fully supports the Soviet Union’s 
proposal to convene an international conference, with the 
participation of all interested parties, including the PLO—the 
sole legitimate representative of the Arab people of 
Palestine—with the object of peacefully settling the Middle 
East crisis and establishing secure peace in the region. 

The masses, the Arab progressive national forces continue 
to resist US-Israeli plans. Syria plays a significant role in this 
struggle, being in the vanguard of the Arab national liber- 
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ation movement. Our country’s most vital slogan is this: ““The 
People of Syria Will Never Be Brought Down to Its Knees!”’ 
Our Party adheres firmly to a position of support for 
Syria’s anti-imperialist national course, fundamental to which 
is the strengthening of relations of friendship and cooperation 
with our great friend, the Soviet Union. These relations have 
become a deeply-rooted tradition in Syria’s recent history. 


FROM THE SPEECH BY SULEIMAN 
AL-NADJAB, 
MEMBER OF THE POLITBUREAU 
OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF 
THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF PALESTINE, 
AT THE 27TH CPSU CONGRESS 


“Pravda’’, March 4, 1986 


The Middle East region is one of the most dangerous 
centres of tension, a threat to world peace. The link between 
the problems faced by the peoples of the region, above all, the 
problem of the Palestinian people, and the international 
situation, the problems of war and peace, is becoming increas- 
ingly clear. 

Washington attaches particular importance to this area in 
its aggressive designs. It relies mainly on the aggressive 
“strategic alliance’’ concluded with the Israeli rulers, which 
is spearheaded against the patriotic regimes in the region, 
particularly those in Syria, Libya and Democratic Yemen. 
In forging such an alliance Washington aims to prevent a 
just solution of the national problem of the Palestinian 
people, deprive them of their legitimate rights and thus 
achieve a “strategic unity” in the Middle East, 1:e., to foist its 
military and political domination on the entire region turning 
it into a bridgehead for nuclear missiles targeted on the Soviet 
Union. 

In their striving to attain these aggressive aims the rulers 
in Washington and Israel count on the Camp David agree- 
ments and the insufficient Arab solidarity, which weaken the 
rebuff to their aggressive piratical actions. 

The Israeli invaders continue their “iron fist” policy on 
the occupied Palestinian lands, resorting to brutal suppression 
of our people and their fighters, to murder and banishment 
from homeland. They are consolidating their hold on the 
occupied Arab lands and stepping up the establishment of 
Zionist settlements on them, and are robbing our people. 
They encourage the fascistic activities of Zionist extremist 
gangs. There is a real danger that new mass-scale atrocities 
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will be committed and hundreds of thousands of Palestinians 
expelled from their native land. 

The Communist Party of Palestine, keenly aware of its 
responsibility for the national cause of its people, for securing 
a just peace in the region and for universal peace, resolutely 
upholds the right of our people to a homeland and for 
establishing an independent state on the West Bank of the 
River Jordan, including Jerusalem’s Arab part, and in the 
Gaza Strip. We are gratified that there is complete unanimity 
of views between ourselves and the fraternal Communist 
Party of Israel on this matter and that we are waging a joint 
struggle for the good of both peoples. 

Our Party regards the PLO as the sole legitimate rep- 
resentative of the Palestinian people and firmly and con- 
sistently stands for the PLO’s unity on an anti-imperialist and 
anti-Zionist basis, on the basis of compliance with the pro- 
gramme of national unity, the programme of self- 
determination and of loyalty to the decisions of the heads of 
Arab states meeting in Fez. We support the Soviet proposals 
on a settlement of the Middle East conflict, at the heart of 
which is the Palestinian problem, and are in favour of the 
convening of an international conference to be attended by all 
the parties concerned, including the PLO, on an independent 
and equal basis. 

Our Party and all Palestinian patriotic forces highly value 
the principled position of support for our people’s rights and 
for their struggle taken by the friendly Soviet Union and their 
efforts aimed at upholding the PLO unity and strengthening 
its militant links with the anti-imperialist forces in the region 
and all over the world. 


2—21 


George TOUBI, Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Israel 


A PROFOUND ANALYSIS AND A 
REALISTIC POLICY 


“World Marxist Review’’, No. 6, 1986 


The 20th Congress of the Communist Party of Israel 
which was held in Haifa in December 1985 was an important 
landmark in the difficult struggle of the Israeli Communists. 
The Congress, which aroused widespread public interest, 
received unprecedented mass media coverage and was attend- 
ed by the President of Israel (the Communists were in this 
respect put, for the first time, on an equal footing with other 
parties), by prominent public figures and representatives of 
various political parties and democratic organizations, has 
demonstrated the growing strength of the CPI and stressed 
anew its role as an important factor in the country’s life. 

Our forum was convened at a time of grave international 
tensions, of a growing threat of nuclear confrontation and of 
an intensified arms race brought about by the aggressive 
global policy of US imperialism and the monstrous plan of 
the Reagan administration to militarize outer space. 
Washington’s imperial ambitions are clearly manifested in the 
Middle East where a dangerous hotbed of war remains. The 
Zionist ruling circles in Israel are fully involved in these 
sinister imperialist schemes—as reflected in the strategic alli- 
ance between Israel and the USA. The aggressive policy of the 
Israeli government, aimed against the Arab national liber- 
ation movements and against the Palestinian people, at the 
continued occupation of the Palestinian territories on the 
West Bank of the river Jordan, in the Gaza Strip, on the 
Golan Heights and in the South of Lebanon, is fully backed 
by Washington. This expansionist policy carries in its wake 
the imminent danger of a new armed conflagration in the 
region. This policy of annexation, oppression and colonial 
settlement has adversely affected Israeli society and produced 
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an unprecedented economic, social and moral crisis coupled 
with a growing danger of fascism and unbridled racism. 

Under such conditions, the main questions which faced the 
20th Congress of our Party were to examine thoroughly the 
prevailing dangerous situation, to point out ways of establish- 
ing durable peace in the Middle East based on a just solution of 
the Palestinian problem and to expose the roots and causes of 
the crisis gripping Israeli society. The Congress was to sum up 
the CPI’s rich experience and to show how the Party would 
continue mobilizing new sections of the people for the struggle 
to bring about a radical change in Israel’s official course and in 
its attitude to the policy of peace and national independence. 
The discussion also dealt with promoting joint action by the 
workers in defence of their rights and wages and against 
unemployment; setting up a broad militant front against the 
danger of fascism and the spreading poison of racism; and 
rebuffing the shameful policy of national discrimination and 
oppression directed against the Arab population of Israel. Last 
but not least, the Congress advanced the task of strengthening 
the Party ideologically, politically and organizationally so that 
it could cope better with its challenges and with its immediate 
tasks linked inseparably with the revolutionary, Marxist- 
Leninist strategic goals of the Communists. Two months prior 
to the Congress, the CPI Central Committee published its draft 
report to be submitted to the Congress. The draft report was 
discussed in a comprehensive and concerned manner in all 
Party organizations. 

Comrade Meir Vilner, General Secretary of the CPI 
Central Committee, delivered the Central Committee’s report 
to the Congress. The report included a profound analysis of 
the various developments that had occurred since the 19th 
Party Congress in 1981 and of a number of ideological 
questions, laid down basic guidelines related to the future 
work and defined the immediate and long-term tasks and 
goals of the Communist Party. Eighty-two delegates (out of 
the 615 elected to attend the Congress) took part in the lively 
discussion of many major issues related to the Party’s ide- 
ology, policy and overall work. Drawing on their experience 
in grassroots Party organizations, the speakers stressed the 
need to overcome shortcomings in order to advance the work 
of the Party and intensify its struggle. Marked by a bold spirit 
of criticism and self-criticism, the deliberations of the 
Congress demonstrated the ideological, political and organiz- 
ational unity of the Communist Party of Israel. 
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Special attention was focused at the Party forum on the 
problem of war and peace and on the urgent need to promote 
and intensify a concerted struggle for peace. The summit 
meeting in Geneva and the constructive Soviet peace initia- 
tives have produced new effective instruments for countering 
the aggressive policy and the nuclear madness of the Reagan 
administration, for stopping the arms race and improving the 
international climate. Aside from declaring its appreciation of 
and support for the consistent policy of the Soviet Union 
aimed at preventing nuclear war, curbing the wasteful arms 
race and strengthening peaceful coexistence, the 20th Con- 
gress of the CPI called upon the country’s peace forces to step 
up their struggle for Israeli withdrawal from the catastrophic 
strategic alliance with the United States, for transforming the 
Middle East into a nuclear-free zone and above all for 
bringing the Israeli government to accede to the Treaty on 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation which it still refuses to sign. 

The Congress assessed the results and the repercussions of 
the US-Israeli aggression against Lebanon in June 1982. It 
was emphasized that despite the casualties, destruction and 
massacres, despite the methods of extermination and the 
scorched earth policy applied by the aggressors, this war was 
a complete failure since it did not attain any of its basic aims: 

— the war did not succeed in liquidating the national 
existence of the Palestinian people or the Palestine Liberation 
Organization (PLO), its legitimate representative. The in- 
vaders proved unable to force them to cease their struggle. 
The Palestinian problem remains at the heart of the Israeli- 
Arab conflict in the Middle East; 

— the aggressors failed to impose on Lebanon the rule of 
the fascist Phalangists, agents of US imperialism and of the 
ruling Zionist establishment; 

— the war did not succeed in toppling the anti-imperialist 
regime in Syria or even in forcing it to abandon its in- 
dependent policy and its relations of friendship and cooper- 
ation with the Soviet Union; 

— finally, the hostilities in Lebanon have demonstrated 
that US imperialism is unable to make the peoples of the 
region bow to its pressure and that the pro-imperialist Zionist 
establishment is powerless to ‘“‘solve” the Palestinian problem 
by force of arms or impose its will on the Lebanese people or 
the other neighbouring Arab peoples. 

On the other hand, a popular mass movement against the 
war in Lebanon developed in Israel. For the first time in the 
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country’s history the Communist Party was not alone in its 
opposition to and struggle against this aggression, as had 
been the case in the previous aggressive wars. The truth, 
however, is that at first the Communists and their allies in the 
Democratic Front for Peace and Equality were the only ones 
who opposed the reckless adventure in Lebanon. But as the 
heroic resistance of the Lebanese patriotic forces and the 
Palestinians gained strength and as the anti-war activities of 
the Israeli Communists and their allies who boldly explained 
the causes, goals and nature of the war to the masses assumed 
increasingly impressive scope, various other circles and or- 
ganizations launched protest actions which gradually de- 
veloped into a mass anti-war movement. The Communists 
played the most active and sometimes the decisive role. 
Sustained efforts were exerted by our Party—and not without 
success—to promote the unity of the peace forces and to 
enrich their correct political vision. 

Some Zionist activists in the various anti-war currents 
tried, as usual, to split the struggle on an ideological basis, 
claiming that it was impossible to cooperate with those who 
opposed Zionism. This was a transparent attempt to isolate 
the Communists and the Arab population of Israel and thus 
objectively weaken the anti-war movement. Our Party op- 
posed vigorously this anti-communist attitude and advocated 
the broadest possible unity of all those interested in stopping 
the criminal war irrespective of the ideological differences or 
party affiliation. The appeal did not fall on deaf ears, and the 
anti-war movement grew stronger. The CPI’s vigorous in- 
volvement enabled it to reach new sections of the population, 
working to overcome their prejudice and distorted ideas 
regarding the communist positions and policies. 

The lessons of the Lebanese adventure, its repercussions 
and the struggle against it have led many Israelis to reassess 
the nature of the previous aggressive wars and to question the 
policies of the Zionist establishment, especially towards the 
Palestinian people and the neighbouring Arab countries. 


ZIONISM, THE ENEMY OF PEACE IN THE 
MIDDLE EAST 


“Asia and Africa Today’’, No. 4, 1986 


Alfred Lilienthal, editor of Middle East Perspective and a leading 
US expert on the Middle East, visited the Soviet Union at the 
invitation of the Anti-Zionist Committee of Soviet Public Opinion. 
The author of What Price, Israel?, Where Goes the Middle East, The 
Other Side of the Coin and The Zionist Connection, he opposes the 
ideology and practice of Zionism and criticizes the US administration 
for supporting the aggressive policies pursued by Israel and for 
interfering in the affairs of the Arab countries. Alfred Lilienthal 
answered a few questions put to him by a correspondent of the 
magazine Asia and Africa Today. 


Mr. Lilienthal, you have pointed out more than once that you tried to 
explain your ideas to high-ranking members of the American establishment and 
that you got no response from those quarters. Why is that so? 


Because the American establishment is controlled by a 
relatively small group of people. Our country, like many other 
countries that call themselves democratic, 1s in fact ruled by 
those with enough power to get the votes. 

This is clearly exemplified by our biggest political 
parties—the Democrats and the Republicans. The platforms 
of both insist that they give complete support for Israel. 

You might wonder how six million American Jews, that is, 
a mere four per cent of the population, can have such a big 
influence on the country’s politics. 

There is nothing strange about it. If our presidents truly 
were elected by the people, the Zionists would hardly have 
such clout. But we have a different system—call it an ‘‘odd”’ 
system of electing the president [ the electoral college system] . 

This system gives colossal power to a well-organized and 
active minority. In fact this holds true in every case, especially 
when it comes to Zionist organizations, which can be accused 
of anything but poor organization. Thus, Zionist organi- 
zations blackmail and pressure US presidents and the US 
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Congress by threatening to give their members’ votes to the 
other candidate. 

In addition, the electoral college system presupposes the 
existence of a huge financial base, which Zionist organi- 
zations use to benefit either the Republicans or the Democrats. 
That base has grown in the past few years because the US 
made it legal for “political action committees’ (PACs) to 
participate in election campaign. For example, when the 
question of loans was debated in Congress the PACs ap- 
propriated more than four million dollars to help the pres- 
idential candidates who, according to Zionist leaders, sup- 
ported Israel and to oppose those candidates whom they 
regarded as the “enemies of Israel”. In most cases these 
committees, acting as a part of the organized Zionist lobby in 
Congress, were successful during the 1984 elections. 

Incidentally, both Reagan and Mondale spoke frankly during the past 
election of their commitment to support Israel. As far as I can rememberj 
Mondale stated that one of his first acts as President would be to transfer the 
US embassy to Jerusalem. Consequently, their doctrines with respect to US 
foreign policy in the Middle East were identical... 

You know, a few years ago there was a popular play in the 
US called ‘“‘Annie, Get Your Gun”’. One of the songs in it had 
the words “I can do something better for Israel than you”. 
Well, the candidates virtually vied with each other on that 
point. There was no particular difference between the state- 
ments they made during the campaign with respect to Israel, 
just as there is no major difference between the two parties’ 
Middle East policies. This makes the task of persuading 
Congress to heed what we are saying even more difficult. 

Of late Zionism has increasingly been posing as a semi-religious, militant 
type of movement. At times it has taken very aggressive forms. I am referring 
now to the KACH movement and others... 

Levinger and his likes all try to exploit Judaism, just as it 
was exploited by those Zionists who launched a propaganda 
campaign in favour of establishing a Zionist state. 

The founder of one of the earliest circuses, Phineas T. 
Barnum, once said that you can fool some of the people all 
the time and all the people some of the time; but you can’t 
fool all the people all the time. 

In the case of the Israelis, it looks as if the Zionists are 
able to fool ‘“‘all the people all the time’. Since 1948 they 
have managed to conceal the true nature of Zionism, its 
expansionism, its manipulation of the religious section of the 
population, and its desire to exploit the Arab people of 
Palestine. 
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They are ready to do virtually anything, from slanting the 
information to juggling the facts, to ensure that the Zionist 
movement will continue to fool the people. 

Similarly, people who have no right to call themselves 
believing Jews because, to my mind, religion is the observance 
of lofty moral imperatives, have shrouded their doings in a 
cloak of decency. 

I have already stated in my book, Israel’s Flag Is Not 
Mine, that I have always clearly differentiated between the 
Jews and the Israeli people, on the one hand, and the Zionist 
movement, which has never hesitated to create false illusions 
or to exploit human feelings to attain its goals, on the other. 

Here is another graphic example. When the former US 
judge Arthur Goldberg investigated the activity of the com- 
mittees established for rescuing Jews from Nazism, his com- 
mission was disbanded and their funds were confiscated. You 
may wonder why. The reason was that the commission came 
across facts that seemed inexplicable! I have cited them in 
What Price, Israel? The facts show that the Zionists sacrificed 
Jews. 

And Arthur Goldberg broke off the investigation because 
he came across facts which showed that in reality no genuine 
attempt had been made to save Jews, unless it was to get a 
Zionist state in return. 

The former head of the Jewish Agency, a Zionist organi- 
zation, once made a notorious statement, “One cow brought 
safely to Palestine is worth a thousand lives!’’ Indeed, the 
Zionists thought little of human lives: they dreamed of 
political power. 

Zionism is unthinkable without “alya”, whithout a fresh inflow of immi- 
grants. But the “alya” has been dwindling with each passing year. What do you 
think the reasons for this are? 

To begin with, Israel is hardly the land of milk and honey 
it is often made out to be. It is a country with the world’s 
highest inflation rate, a country whose population has had to 
bear the burden of six wars in the Middle East. For this 
reason fewer and fewer people feel like going there. They 
prefer to emigrate rather than immigrate. That, to my mind, 
is the reality. 

As for the political and ideological aspect of the matter, 
many Americans reject the idea of Zionism, in keeping with 
which “Israel is the only place where a believing Jew can lead 
a free and full-blooded life’, and consider it all nonsense. 
Most American Jews feel no spiritual affinity with the 
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“Promised Land”. This accounts for the lack of enthusiasm 
for “alya”’, for a return to Israel. 

Do you know what the definition of a Zionist is in the US? 
An American Zionist is a Jew who gives money to another 


Jew to have still another Jew sent to Israel. 

There is a question which Soviet representatives are often asked at press 
conferences, especially by Western journalists. You are, they say, anti-Zionists, 
which is confirmed, in particular, by the establishment of the Anti-Zionist 
Committee of Soviet Public Opinion and by other facts. Now Zionism, they 
continue, is the ideological foundation of the State of Israel. Is it not true then, 
they ask, that you are enemies of Israel and want to destroy it? 


Yes, the Arabs, too, are often asked that question. I have 
always said that one of the problems of the Middle East is 
that we have to deal not even with disinformation but with 
myth-making. I spoke and wrote about that way back in 
1958. That was when I came up with the slogan “De-zionizing 
Israel”. Normal Israel, the country built on the principle of 
national independence, would never have created today’s 
problems for itself. Such an Israel would be acceptable. But 
the Zionists insist that Israel is a special state. We, they say, 
are going to develop a “Zionist nationality” and “Zionist 
nationalism”. Every Jew in the world, according to their 
theory, owes something to Israel. 

For this reason the efforts of the Anti-Zionist Committee 
in your country as well as those of myself, Moshe Menuhin 
and other anti-Zionists in the United States and Britain have 
always been directed against Zionism and not against Israel. 
Herein lies all the difference. Israel is wrong to believe that the 
movement is directed against it as a state. The movement only 
wants the form and structure of the Israeli government to 
agree with the UN concept of a nation and with the hopes the 
international community had in 1947 when it established the 
State of Israel—that the Jews who had escaped Nazism could 
live and work there, not that Israel should become a centre of 
expansionism and propaganda urging Jews throughout the 
world to adopt Israeli citizenship. We want Israel to threaten 
nobody, to be not a Zionist state but a democratic country 
where everyone—Jew or Arab, believer or atheist—could 
enjoy equal rights. 


Felicia LANGER 


CONDEMNED TO EXILE 


“Al-Ittihad”’ (Israel), April 8, 1986 


“The people you’re looking for are no longer here,” says 
the warder in an indifferent, dry tone. He keeps ignoring my 
questions about the number of visitors who are allowed to see 
relatives of the imprisoned persons and also whether it is 
possible to speak with the prisoners in a normal way or only 
through a latticed window. 

In this prison Palestinian Arabs who are to be deported 
from the West Bank by the occupation authorities are held 
temporarily. The local population is becoming increasingly 
indignant over this practice of the Israeli authorities. This has 
been particularly noticeable in recent months in connection 
with an order of the military commandant of the occupied 
areas, dated October 27, 1985, for the deportation of Dr. Azmi 
Ash-Shuaybi, deputy head of the city council of Al-Bira, Ali 
Abu Hilal, a trade union activist from the town of Al-Aizaria, 
and journalist Hasan Al-Farrarij from the Dahisha refugee 
camp. Under Article 112 of the state of emergency law 
introduced by the British mandate authorities in Palestine 
back in 1945 the military authorities of the West Bank and 
the Gaza Strip were vested with similar powers. 


TO SECURE “LEBENSRAUM” 


The practice of deporting Palestinian Arabs was launched 
by the occupation authorities immediately after the “‘six-day 
war” of 1967. Today the number of exiles is estimated at 
2,000 people, not counting those who were banished en masse 
in the course of that war and immediately following it. The 
aim of this unlawful practice of the occupation authorities is 
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to secure for Israel the largest possible area in the West Bank 
of the river Jordan and in the Gaza Strip with the least 
possible number of the local Arab residents. When Golda 
Meir was Prime Minister she spoke quite openly about this. 

The deportation of Arabs from the West Bank and the 
Gaza Strip was stepped up during the rule of the Likud bloc 
(1977-84). The events connected with the banishment of the 
mayors of several Arab towns by the military authorities, 
which was approved by the Menachem Begin government, are 
still fresh in many people’s memory. And in 1985 the govern- 
ment headed by the leader of the Labour Party—a party 
affiliated to the Socialist International and advocating in 
words the observance of human rights everywhere in the 
world—also resorts to one of the harshest and unlawful 
measures in dealing with Palestinian Arabs in the West Bank 
and the Gaza Strip. 

Such actions, just as Tel Aviv’s policy toward the occupied 
lands as a whole, are largely determined by an ideology based 
on the vile formula, ‘I’m the best of all, the rest are non- 
entities compared with me.” It is this formula which often 
governs the day-to-day actions both of the individual who 
shares the prevailing ideological principles and of groups of 
people in Israel. The policies of all Israeli governments are 
pervaded by an essentially racist spirit. It also underlies Tel 
Aviv’s policy toward the Arab people of Palestine many of 
whom have been living under the yoke of military occupation 
for 19 years now. 

The principle of “preserving the integrity of families”, 
which the Israeli press keeps harping on and which Israeli 
officials bring up time and again, they apply in fact only to 
Jewish families, just as the slogan of ‘“‘caring for children” 
implies taking care of Jewish children. When you read or hear 
in Israel about the feelings of a mother mourning over her lost 
son, you may rest assured that the talk is about a Jewish 
mother and a Jewish son. 

Today one cannot speak without pain and bitterness 
about the practice of banishing Arabs from their homeland, 
nor can one be indifferent to the fact that the authorities’ 
persistence in carrying out such measures meets with little 
protest in Israel. Quite a few people in the country have 
resigned themselves to this situation, just as one resigns 
oneself to the inevitable or to natural calamities: it’s useless to 
oppose them. When I heard the words spoken by Azmi Ash- 
Shuaybi, Ali Abu Hilal and Hasan Al-Farrarij during a closed 
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session of a special military commission, I thought that, if all 
this had been said publicly, many people in Israel would 
probably have raised their voices in defence of the victims 
who were being condemned to exile. For these people spoke 
about their love of their homeland, their striving for a just 
peace, and the need to coordinate the efforts of all peace- 
loving forces both in Israel and other countries of the world. 
However, these words were heard only by very few people. 
The press published only photographs of the persons con- 
demned to exile, accompanied by comments, inspired by the 
authorities, to the effect that these were “dangerous people”’ 
posing a serious threat to security on the occupied lands. It 
should be added that all the materials on which the charges 
brought against them were based are strictly classified. They 
were never shown either to the accused or to their lawyers. 

During the closed session of the special commission, 
officers of the Israeli security service put files of “classified 
materials’? one after another on the table. Those who, like 
myself, had a chance to witness this spectacle could only 
wonder what was in those files and who in particular was 
interested in bringing charges against these people and ban- 
ishing them from their homeland, and in hiding the truth 
under a thick veil of secrecy. Separating a man from his 
family and depriving him of a homeland is all very simple and 
easy here. For those sitting behind the table give more 
credence to the mysterious contents of the files than to the 
testimonies of the accused and the arguments of their lawyers. 

There have been quite a few people whom the occupation 
authorities have exiled from the West Bank and the Gaza 
Strip, just as they have now banished these three. And each 
time I came across such a case I experienced a feeling of 
strong bitterness: what is in store for the exiled, and what will 
happen to his family here? I will never forget my attempt to 
visit Suleiman al-Nadjab in the Ramallah prison 12 years ago. 
The warder’s reply then was exactly the same as it is now: 
“The person you’re looking for is no longer here.’ And I 
never got a chance to see him, for he was already in foreign 
parts, far away from his homeland... 


PROVING ONE’S INNOCENCE IS PRACTICALLY 
IMPOSSIBLE 


It is hard to find an instance where the Israeli Supreme 
Court overrules a decision by the military authorities to 


28 


banish a Palestinian Arab from the West Bank or the Gaza 
Strip. 

Take one of the recent cases, that of Ash-Shuaybi. For 
two years now that he has been suffering from a grave lung 
disease as a consequence of an illness he contracted back in 
1948. There has been no marked improvement in his con- 
dition after a recent operation during which a part of his 
lungs was removed. Shuaybi is in need of constant care, which 
is only possible if his relatives are by his side. He needs social 
insurance in order to get medicines at relatively reasonable 
prices, which is ruled out in a foreign land. Being the lawyer 
of the accused, I forwarded the appropriate medical evidence 
to the Supreme Court, having attached Shuaybi’s appeal to it. 
But the judges were inexorable. 

I have in my office a large amount of material prepared 
and sent to me by prominent experts in international law in 
order to help me in my defence of the three Palestinian Arabs 
condemned to exile by the Israeli occupation authorities. The 
material comprehensively shows that it is unlawful to banish 
civilians from the area in which they reside, as this is clearly 
stated in Article 49 of the 1948 Geneva Convention and in 
several other international legal documents. 

Thus, for example, Ian Brownlie, professor at Oxford 
University, just as some other well-known experts in inter- 
national law, tried in vain to convince the members of the 
Israeli Supreme Court that there were no legal obstacles 
preventing the court from overruling the military authorities’ 
orders for the banishment of the Arabs from the West Bank 
of the river Jordan and the Gaza Strip. 

I also received a copy of a document—or, rather, a 
detailed analysis of the issue—prepared by leading members 
of two associations of US lawyers during their stay in Israel 
and in the occupied areas. The US lawyers also appealed to 
the Supreme Court, pointing out the need to stop the practice 
of sending Palestinians into exile. However, all appeals 
against the banishment of the three Palestinians this year have 
been rejected by the court. The court’s decision on this issue 
reads, in part: ‘There is no need whatsoever for a review of 
the case in connection with the appeal against the deportation 
order. Previous similar appeals have been carefully examined 
and turned down.” 

Later on, in a private conversation court officials said 
quite frankly that it is absolutely futile to try to appeal against 
a decision adopted by the court. The more so in this case 
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since, according to them, the point in question is a political 
action rather than a threat posed by these Palestinians to 
security in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. I was also told 
that the court’s decision was taken, above all, in order to 
bolster up the morale of the Jewish settlers living in the 
occupied areas and create panic among the Arab residents 
there. 

What is the position of the United States, whose leaders so 
insistently call for respect for human rights all over the world, 
on this issue? Formally, it condemns the Israeli authorities’ 
line of action. It was alleged that Washington even made a 
protest to the Israeli government in connection with the Ash- 
Shuaybi case. However, when activists in support of Ash- 
Shuaybi in the United States tried to obtain a copy of that 
document they got nowhere. Apparently, that document, like 
the numerous files containing charges against Ash-Shuaybi 
and other Palestinians, is also “‘classified’’. 

It is quite clear that, if the United States decided to bring 
pressure to bear on the Israeli government in order to put an 
end to its unlawful and criminal practices in the occupied 
areas, the results would not be long in coming. Victims of the 
Israeli policy of trampling on human rights in the West Bank 
and the Gaza Strip put a large share of the blame for their 
misfortunes on the United States. For Tel Aviv is able to 
pursue a policy of terror against the Arab population only 
with the connivance of Washington which provides financial 
and political backing to the Israeli leaders. As is known, all 
attempts to condemn from the UN rostrum the actions by 
Israel on occupied Arab lands, attempts initiated by the 
Soviet Union, other socialist states and developing countries, 
were brought to naught by a US veto. Enjoying this reliable 
protection, Tel Aviv continues to violate international law. 


CONTRARY TO THE INTERESTS OF 
UNIVERSAL SECURITY 


“Pravda’’, May 25, 1986 


The Soviet Union has issued a statement addressed to the 
Israeli government in connection with the signing of an 
agreement, in Washington on May 6, 1986, on Israel’s joining 
the US Strategic Defense Initiative programme. 

The statement stresses that the Israeli government cannot 
fail to realize that this entire programme is aimed at spreading 
the arms race into outer space and turning outer space into a 
zone of military rivalry and confrontation. The plans to create 
a fundamentally new class of offensive weapons and deploy 
them in outer space are an integral part of the global strategy 
of the United States, which is seeking to upset the established 
military-political equilibrium and raise the arms race to a 
qualitatively new level. 

It is quite clear that deploying weapons in outer space will 
be a blow against the hopes cherished by humanity for 
creating an all-embracing system of international security and 
for freeing the world from nuclear weapons by the end of this 
century. Instead, it will be faced with a mortal danger, of 
which the Soviet Union has repeatedly warned. 

The Soviet Union is convinced that participation in carry- 
ing out US plans for the militarization of outer space is 
contrary to the expectations of all peoples, including the 
Israeli people. 

By “helping” to turn near-earth space into an arena of 
confrontation, the Israeli leadership helps to aggravate world 
tension, which also means tension in the Middle East. There is 
no doubt that an increase in tension will make the prospects 
for reaching a fair Middle East settlement with account taken 
of the interests of all the states and peoples in the region even 
more remote. 
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The Soviet Union regards SDI as a programme fraught 
with an enormous danger to humanity and directed against a 
change for the better in international relations. This un- 
ambiguous assessment of the SDI programme has been re- 
peatedly made known by the Soviet Union to the world 
public. Those who join in carrying out the SDI programme 
should be aware of the full measure of their responsibility. 

The Soviet side, the statement points out, expects that the 
Israeli government will draw the proper conclusions, conclu- 
sions that are in favour of preventing the transfer of the arms 
race into outer space and of strengthening universal security. 

The statement was handed over to the Israeli government 
through the good offices of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
Finland which represents the interests of the USSR in Israel. 


TEL AVIV AND “STAR WARS” 


“Tzvestia’’, May 24, 1986 


During a pompous ceremony recently held at the Pen- 
tagon, Caspar Weinberger and Itzhak Rabin, Israeli Minister 
of Defence, signed a ‘“‘“memorandum of understanding” which 
sets forth the basic principles governing the participation of 
Israel in the Strategic Defense Initiative. Israel thus formally 
joined Reagan’s “Star Wars” programme. There was no lack 
of high-flown rhetoric. Weinberger went so far as to say that 
Israel’s participation in SDI would promote the cause of 
peace and freedom. Such arguments are not new. The head of 
the US military agency often launches into clumsy discourses 
about peace when the talk turns to the implementation of 
Washington’s militarist schemes. 

According to foreign press reports, the signing of the 
agreement was preceded by careful consideration of the 
practical aspects of Israel’s participation in SDI projects. A 
group of high-ranking representatives of US _ military- 
industrial firms such as Boeing, Grumman and others visited 
Tel Aviv and agreement was reached on the fields of research 
in which their Israeli partners were to take part. Such com- 
panies as Israel Aircraft Industries, Raphael, and Elop 
Electro-Optics, as well as a number of Israeli research centres 
and universities, are expected to be invited to participate in 
the implementation of SDI. As it has become known, scores 
of Israeli military firms submitted proposals and plans for 
their participation in the “Star Wars” programme long before 
the two defence ministers met at the Pentagon. 

What is the political significance of this decision of the 
Israeli leadership, who obsequiously hastened to back up the 
White House’s biggest military venture? Tel Aviv’s military- 
industrial circles (it is they who call the tune in Israeli politics 
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today) are of the opinion that the announcement of the US 
“Star Wars’”’ programme was a happy event for Israel, for it 
offered Israel an opportunity to use the qualitatively new 
spiral of the ams race in the Middle East to secure military 
superiority over the Arabs. 

Quite a few people in Israel speak rather openly these days 
about their interest in using SDI facilities and technology to 
satisfy Israel’s needs in its armed confrontation with Arab 
states. Official Tel Aviv tries to present this interest as a 
sufficient justification for Israel’s participation in SDI al- 
though it is clear to everyone that Israel, and not the Arab 
states, was guilty of unleashing the past Arab-Israeli wars 
and that it is Israel which has been threatening its neighbours 
with new aggressive attacks. 

As for Washington, it does not conceal its intention to 
help the Israeli expansionists in establishing their hegemony 
in the Middle East. In a recently published article John 
Poindexter, former Assistant to the US President for National 
Security Affairs, pointed out that the United States helped 
Israel in order to enable the latter to preserve its qualitative 
superiority in terms of military potential. This means, in 
particular, Poindexter added, the beginning of cooperation on 
an unprecedented scale between the United States and Israel 
in the sphere of defence. 


Vladimir PERESADA 


ISRAEL AND THE BOMB 


“Pravda’’, October 9, 1986 


The British weekly Sunday Times has made a sensational 
disclosure. It has published documentary information on the 
implementation in Israel of a programme for the production 
of nuclear arms. It includes a story told by a former member 
of the staff of an Israeli nuclear centre in Dimona, in the 
Negev desert, and photographs that he has made there. 

As is known, Tel Aviv has for many years been carefully 
concealing the fact that Israel has such a programme. The 
very existence of the centre in Dimona, which was set up in 
the 1960s (at first, attempts were made to pass it off as a 
textile mill), and, in particular, the nature of research carried 
out there were shrouded in secrecy. However, many facts 
prompted people to suspect that the centre in Dimona 
“worked on the bomb’’. Thus, the Israeli government pur- 
chased equipment in the West for the manufacture of nuclear 
devices; detonators necessary to set them off were imported 
from the United States, which involved circumvention of US 
laws; and cases of thefts of nuclear raw material in Belgium, 
France and several other countries were traced to Israel. 

From the information published by the Sunday Times it 1s 
obvious that a high-capacity underground military plant is 
operating in the Negev desert. According to a number of 
nuclear experts interviewed by the newspaper, probably as 
many as 200 units of nuclear weapons of different destructive 
capacity have already been stockpiled there. After the Lon- 
don newspaper published its report, the head of the Israeli 
government issued a kind of denial, saying that Israel did not 
intend to be the first in the region to create a nuclear arsenal. 
Nevertheless, the news about all these goings-on has been 
received with anxiety in many countries. 
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In the light of the disclosures, Israel’s consistent refusal to 
sign the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 
takes on a sinister ring. By trying to acquire nuclear weapons 
in a stealthy way, Tel Aviv can only aggravate the situation in 
the Middle East as the ruling circles of Israel are known there 
for its aggressive, adventurist policy. As has been pointed out 
by the Sunday Times, during the 1973 Arab-Israeli war the 
then Israeli Prime Minister issued orders for “nuclear charges 
to be delivered to the military air bases”. How such a “‘game”’ 
could have ended both in the region of the Middle East and 
beyond should be clear to all without further comments. 

Today, when the need to do away with nuclear weapons 
everywhere once and for all is clearly evident, the Israeli 
ruling circles are assuming a grave responsibility in embarking 
on a road that leads in the opposite direction. 


Lionel DADIANI 


ZIONIST PROPAGANDA—AN INSTRUMENT 
OF ANTI-COMMUNISM 


“Asia and Africa Today’’, No 6, 1986 


The Political Report of the CPSU Central Committee to the 27th 
Party Congress outlines, among contradictions on a global scale, the 
long-term psychological and moral consequences of imperialism’s 
present practices in the cultural sphere and emphasizes the negative 
role of bourgeois propaganda, which “‘foists cleverly doctored infor- 
mation on people all over the world, imposing thoughts and feel- 
ings, and inculcating a civic and social attitude advantageous to the 
ruling forces”’. 


Today Zionist propaganda is a powerful mouthpiece of 
falsity and deceit. In the acute ideological struggle between 
the two socio-political systems, the imperialists actively use 
Zionism, a most reactionary force in the present-day world. 
Zionism is the ideology and practices of the bourgeoisie of 
Jewish origin. Being a component part of the striking force of 
imperialism, it pursues, naturally, its own goals as well. This 
relates both to overall problems in international affairs and to 
the Middle East conflict which emerged and exists mainly 
through the fault of imperialists and Zionists. The dual nature 
of Zionist foreign policy aims is clearly reflected in Zionist 
propaganda. 

The Zionist propaganda machine, which is lavishly fi- 
nanced and operates not only in Israel but also in many other 
capitalist countries, functions through close and permanent 
contacts with the Western mass media. As a matter of fact, 
Zionist propaganda is a highly important and active com- 
ponent part of imperialist propaganda. 


WHAT THEY ARE STRIVING FOR 


The propaganda machine of present-day Zionism is 
geared toward carrying out two main functions. By means of 
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the most diverse embellishment and vindication of Zionist 
dogmas, catchwords and political practices of the ruling 
quarters of Israel and international Zionist centres, it is 
seeking to neutralize criticism of Zionist ideology and policy, 
to poison as many Jews as possible in different countries with 
nationalistic venom, entice them to take up the banner of 
Zionism or pro-Zionist positions, and to misinform the world 
public concerning its true essence and aims. 

The second task is active participation in numerous ac- 
tions of imperialist propaganda, which conducts slanderous, 
provocative and subversive activities against the world rev- 
olutionary forces, while, at the same time, extensively using 
its channels to ideologically condition the population of many 
countries in favour of Zionism and the Israeli rulers. Taking. 
part in this campaign are a great deal of TV and radio 
stations, newspapers, magazines, publishing houses and film 
campanies in Western countries, above all the USA, and also 
a considerable number of bourgeois statesmen and _ polli- 
ticians, scholars and writers, workers in the field of art. 

First and foremost, Zionist propaganda bends over back- 
wards to “substantiate” the myth about the existence of an 
exterritorial ‘‘world Jewish nation” with its centre in the State 
of Israel. While manipulating with this unscientific and false 
thesis, Zionist theorists and leaders seek, for example, to 
politically lead astray the Jewish population in the USSR and 
other socialist countries, sowing seeds of national strife and 
emigratory sentiments. 

Zionist propaganda also goes out of its way to inculcate in 
the minds of its audience the myth about the identity of the 
concepts ‘Jew’, ““Judaist” (i.e., a follower of Judaism), and 
“Zionist”. 

The Zionist propaganda machine is highly active in a bid 
to convince the world public in the “eternal nature of anti- 
Semitism’’. In elaborating this false thesis, the Zionists talk 
about the existence of a certain “Soviet anti-Semitism’, 
“discrimination of Jews” and “‘defying”’ of their culture in the 
socialist countries. 

Much effort has also been spent to “‘substantiate”’ insinu- 
ations about ‘“‘Arab anti-Semitism’’, “‘anti-Semitism of Amer- 
ican Blacks’, “anti-Semitism of de Gaulle and his propo- 
nents’’, “anti-Semitism of Bruno Kreisky” (the former Chan- 
cellor of Austria and leader of the Austrian Socialist Party), 
“anti-Semitism of the United Nations’’, ‘‘anti-Semitism of 
Sandinistas’’, and so on. 
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Much attention in Zionist propaganda effort is given to 
attempts to portray present-day Israel, whose ruling circles 
are planning further seizures of Arab lands, as a defenceless 
“small David’ who is threatened by a “bloodthirsty Arab 
Goliath’. Turning everything upside down, the Zionists seek 
to prove that it is the Palestine Liberation Organization 
(PLO) and certain Arab states that act as aggressors, 
while Israel is allegedly ‘“‘compelled to look after its security”’. 

They seek to justify state terrorism perpetrated by the 
Israeli special services and the army (the policy of genocide as 
regards the Arab population in the West Bank, Gaza Strip 
and Golan Heights territories occupied in 1967, the barba- 
rous bombings of the atomic reactor in Baghdad in 1981 and 
the PLO headquarters in Tunisia in 1985, the continuous 
sanguinary raids and bombings of neighbouring Arab states, 
the war against Lebanon, assassinations of PLO functionaries 
in different countries) by hypocritical references to the “need 
for carrying out preventive actions in the interests of 
security”. 

The Zionists need a constant inflow of skilled workers and 
“cannon fodder” to Israel. That is why Zionist propaganda, 
aided by the subversive radio stations Liberty and Free 
Europe, the Voice of America, the BBC, Deutsche Welle and 
other imperialist mass media, regularly impels Jews from 
various countries, above all from socialist countries, to emi- 
grate to the “land of their ancestors”’. 

Alongside the false assertions that Israel is the “homeland 
of all Jews”, the Zionist and imperialist propaganda centres 
cultivate theses about “Israel playing a central part in the life 
of the world Jewry” and about the “double loyalty” of Jews 
throughout the world. ‘“‘This signifies the need,” David Ben- 
Gurion, Israel’s first Prime Minister, cynically wrote, “‘to 
render aid to Israel, whether the government of a country in 
which Jews are living, wants it or not... When we say ‘a 
single Jewish people’ we must ignore the fact that it has been 
dispersed throughout the world and that Jews are citizens of 
those countries in which they live.” 

While falsifying the true state of things, Zionists try to 
create the most attractive image of the “Jewish state’’, posing 
it as an “island of democracy’’, ‘“‘an egalitarian society”, and 
so on. In their book, Middle East: The One Hundred Years’ 
War (1984), the French authors A. Grech and D. Vidal write: 
“Zionist propaganda depicts Israel as a ‘paradise’ surrounded 
by an Arab ‘hell’. It shamelessly wipes out of this image all 
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signs of the gangrene which has infected Israel as a result of 
the wars and occupation of Arab lands. The massacre in 
Sabra and Shatila, the fascist groups of ‘Gush emunim’ and 
of Rabbi Kahane, the diktat of religious extremists, the 
appointment of inveterate terrorists [Begin and Shamir] 
to the post of prime minister—all these are highly indicative 
symptoms.” 


HOW IT IS DONE 


The Zionist parties and organizations carry out their 
propaganda activities on the basis of a certain “division of 
labour’. They maintain permanent contacts with many inter- 
national and national bourgeois conservative and liberal 
organizations while Judaist clericals take part in the activities 
of different confessional and interconfessional organizations 
functioning on a worldwide and regional scale, as well as in 
separate countries, with the purpose of making them pro- 
Zionist and pro-Israeli. 

The Social-Zionist Labour Party of Israel (MAI) pursues 
this policy within the Socialist International. The pro-Zionist 
indoctrination of some more left forces in the international 
working-class movement and of the “new left’? quarters 1s 
carried out by the Israeli ““Left-Socialist” party MAPAM and 
its branches in many other countries. The Israeli trade-union 
centre Histadrut, guided by Social-Zionists, carries out propa- 
ganda work in favour of Zionism and the Israeli ruling circles 
within the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions 
and trade-union associations of many countries, making every 
effort to establish contacts with trade unions in some develop- 
ing countries. 

While greeting the 27th CPSU Congress, Meir Vilner, 
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Com- 
munist Party of Israel, noted that today Israel’s ruling circles 
have been “‘increasingly whipping up a rabid anti-Soviet 
campaign”. On the whole, international Zionism has in- 
variably been a most active participant in almost all provoca- 
tive and slanderous anti-Soviet and anti-communist ac- 
tions staged by the imperialists. For example, in alliance with 
all other reactionary forces, Zionists are trying to restore the 
atmosphere of the cold war in international relations, making 
use of concoctions about the “‘Soviet threat’, “violation of 
human rights” in the USSR and other socialist countries, “the 
support by Moscow of international terrorism”, and so on. 
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Together with other anti-Communists, the government of 
Israel and the Zionist centres made every effort to torpedo the 
Helsinki Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
and frustrate the meetings of its participants in Belgrade, 
Madrid and Stockholm. The Zionists took an active part in a 
coordinated anti-communist and anti-Soviet campaign aimed 
at thwarting the conference of experts on human rights in 
Ottawa (May-June, 1985) and the conference of experts on 
people-to-people contacts in Berne (April-May, 1986)... 

Zionist and pro-Zionist “‘theorists”’ play an important and 
sometimes leading role in elaborating and renewing pseudo- 
scientific concepts whose aim is to falsify the ideology of 
Marxism-Leninism, the domestic and foreign policies of the 
Soviet Union and of the entire socialist community. Zionist 
ideologists spare no efforts to assist the imperialist centres in 
designing new ways for conducting ideological subversion. 

A ramified propaganda network of the basic Zionist 
centres serves the purposes of such “psychological warfare’. 
It includes the World Zionist Organization—the Jewish 
Agency for Israel and the World Jewish Congress. As a 
matter of fact, organizations which formally claim to be 
“non-Zionist”’ but are in fact very close to Zionism such as 
the mason B’nai B’rith, the American Jewish Forum, the 
Universal Israelite Alliance (with its headquarters in Paris), 
the Board of Deputies of British Jews, the South African 
Jewish Board of Deputies, the United Service HIAS (Hebrew 
Immigrant Aid Society) and a whole number of others actu- 
ally take the same stand. 

Important roles within the system of Zionist propaganda 
organs are played by the Jewish Telegraphic Agency, which 
issues an information bulletin five times a week; the World 
Zionist Press Office, set up in 1968 at the information 
department of the World Zionist Organization; and the Jew- 
ish Student Press Office. 

Israel, ruled by Zionists, has long become one of the 
centres of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism. “Anti- 
Sovietism,” stresses Meir Vilner, General Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Israel, “is the 
most dangerous poison in our country, more dangerous than 
the poison of anti-Arab chauvinism and militarism. It is the 
main instrument of reaction in its struggle against socialism 
and peace.” 

Apart from numerous government bodies and local branc- 
hes of international Zionist centres, a whole number of 
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pseudo-public propaganda organizations operate in Israel 
carrying out dirty campaigns of anti-communism and anti- 
Sovietism. Among these organizations are the National 
Council in Defence of Soviet Jews, Association of Immigrants 
from the USSR, the Academic Committee on Soviet Jewry, 
Information Centre on Soviet Jewry, and so on. 


Among the thirty Israeli “research’’ institutions working 
to whip up anti-communism and anti-Sovietism there are the 
Centre for Soviet and East European Research and the 
International Centre for the Study of Anti-Semitism at the 
Hebrew University (Jerusalem), the Centre of Strategic 
Studies at Tel Aviv University, the historical and memorial 
museum-institute “Jad Vashem’’, the Institute of Sovietology 
at Ber-Sheva University, and so on. 


In 1956, an “‘agency for news from Eastern Europe”’ was 
set up in Israel. The “news” it produces is used widely by the 
USIA, and Liberty and Free Europe radio stations, as well as 
by. a number of reactionary publications in the West. In 
February 1985, Israeli Prime Minister Shimon Peres sent a 
letter to US President Ronald Reagan containing the consent 
of his government to the building on the territory of Israel of 
a powerful transmitter for the Voice of America in order to 
increase the number of broadcasts of the Soviet Union and 
other countries of the socialist community. In March of the 
same year Tel Aviv gave the permission to Free Europe and 
Liberty radio stations to beam their broadcasts from Israel to 
Eastern Europe. 


IN THE SAME TEAM WITH WASHINGTON 


Unbridled anti-Soviet and anti-communist propaganda is 
constantly carried out both by Israel and by international, 
regional and ‘‘national” (i.e. operating within one country) 
Zionist centres, in particular by their organs whose task is to 
whip up “psychological warfare’ and implement various 
provocative acts against the USSR, other socialist countries 
and the world communist movement. 


In the main citadel of imperialism—the USA, dozens and 
hundreds of large and small Zionist organizations are in 
operation. They specialize in slander and insinuations against 
real socialism, seeking to sow seeds of national strife in the 
USSR and cause nationalistic and religious “booms” and the 
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“erosion of socialism”. Here the tune is set by the notorious 
National Conference in Defence of Soviet Jews, established in 
1970 on the basis of a similar subversive organization which 
had existed since 1964. 

The National Conference in Defence of Soviet Jews has 
branches in 200 cities of the USA. It is engaged, on a large- 
scale, in ‘‘collecting’’ slanderous materials to discredit Soviet 
foreign and domestic policies, stages different anti-Soviet 
actions, in particular “demonstrations of protest” against the 
development of economic, scientific and cultural ties between 
the USA and the Soviet Union, and brings permanent pres- 
sure to bear on the pro-Israeli and Zionist lobby in the US 
administration and Congress. 

Among the American academic community, one of the 
most active organizations carrying out anti-Soviet pro-Zionist 
activities is the Academic Committee in Defence of Soviet 
Jews. It specializes in spreading false rumours on the alleged 
discrimination of Jewish scientists in the USSR. Another 
organization, Student Struggle for Soviet Jews, seeks to 
inculcate anti-Soviet sentiments among young Jewish stu- 
dents. The clerical organization, Al Tidom (Don’t Be Silent), 
carries out similar activities among American Orthodox Jews. 
Zionist storm-troopers, fascist thugs from the Jewish Defence 
League, Jewish Armed Resistance, and the Jewish Direct 
Actions, with the complete connivance and actual support of 
the official authorities, broadly resort to terrorist and 
provocative-hooligan actions against Soviet citizens in a bid 
to complicate US-Soviet relations... 

Zionists and pro-Zionists go out of their way to make 
broad use of a number of international and national organiza- 
tions set up by imperialist circles. These organizations in- 
clude the anti-communist Committee for a Free World, set up 
in 1981; the Interparliamentary Group on Human Rights in 
the USSR (1984); the Committee on the Existing Danger, 
operating in the USA since 1976; and many others. 

Continual intensification of anti-Soviet and anti- 
communist propaganda’ by world Zionism today, its increas- 
ingly active participation in the “crusade” of the Reagan 
administration against existing socialism, is primarily a result 
of the Zionists’ class hatred for the world’s first state to put 
an end to the exploitation of man by man and democratically 
solve the so-called Jewish question (as well as the nationalities 
question in general). They feel ferocious anger toward the 
invariably principled policy of the USSR aimed at giving all- 
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round aid for the national liberation struggle, including the 
struggle waged by the peoples of the Arab East, rendering full 
support to the victims of Israeli aggression, seeking a Just 
settlement of the Middle East conflict in the interests of all 
peoples and countries of that region, and establishing a 
sovereign Palestinian state. _ 

The subversive activities of Zionism against the USSR, the 
socialist community and the world communist movement are 
nothing but a form of reward to the imperialists for their 
tremendous financial aid and constant military, political and 
economic support to Israel’s ruling quarters. 


Tsesar SOLODAR 


THE FIASCO 


“Ogonyok”’, Nos. 34-35, 1985 


Abraham Bayer, Jacqueline Levine, Miriam Himmelfard 
and Albert Chernin were welcomed by Intourist with the 
traditional hospitality for which it has long been famous. 
Many foreign tourists visiting our country have availed them- 
selves of the excellent services it provides. But this time it 
seems that the Intourist staff were stumped. For instance, 
they failed to interest the four guests from the United States 
in plays staged by the venerable Maly theatre or the young 
Sovremennik. The US tourists were absolutely incurious 
about it. Their attitude was the same when it was suggested to 
them that they should visit Leningrad with its world-famous 
theatres, museums and architectural monuments. 


Instead, they spent days and nights in search of those who 
could furnish them with “information about the persecution 
of Jews in the USSR’’. And to make sure that the “inform- 
ants” should be compliant and do what was required of them, 
the US “tourists” did not conceal from them the fact that 
they were collecting “information” for Senator Charles H. 
Percy, who is fond of conducting inquiries in Congress on the 
‘Jewish question” in socialist countries. 


Bayer, Levine, Himmelfard and Chernin particularly em- 
phasized that while representing the “Greater New York 
Conference on Soviet Jews’ (neither more nor less than a 
body dealing with the affairs of citizens of a foreign state!) 
they were friends of such big shots of US Zionism as 
Theodore Mann and Jerry Goodman, malicious participants 
in Reagan’s ““Crusade’’. 

Well, if these aren’t familiar names! 

Theodore Mann, elected chairman of the National Con- 
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ference on Soviet Jewry in June 1982, hastened to visit the 
Soviet Union. Of course, he did it in the traditional guise of 
an innocent tourist. With great foresight, as he himself later 
admitted, he took several ‘“‘Russian-speaking”’ Zionists along 
with him. While in Moscow, Mann preferred “beautiful 
Moscow parks” to the Tretyakov Gallery and the Bolshoi. 
Beautiful, in Mann’s view, not because of their green groves 
and bright flower beds, but because Mr.Mann, according to 
his own admission (published in the Zionist press), went for a 
stroll in these parks together with the “cream” of a handful of 
people who had been denied permission to emigrate to Israel 
because they were in possession of state secrets on account of 
their past jobs and could be granted an exit visa only after a 
certain period of time had passed. 


Mann bargained with the most “‘impatient’’ renegades and 
was able to get them to compose a message to the US 
President with a touching expression of gratitude for his 
support of the American spy Anatoli Shcharansky, who had 
been convicted under the appropriate articles of Soviet crimi- 
nal law. Mann calls the authors of that moving message 
“heroes of a new Jewish saga’. And what does this ringleader 
of the US Zionists, who are ‘“‘defending”’ Soviet Jews (I’m one 
of them), demand of the “heroes”? Nothing very much. All 
they have to do is to play the role of disturbers of the peace 
(wasps in the hollow of a tree, according to Mann) in the 
forthcoming campaign aimed at stirring up discontent among 
Soviet peoples with the socialist system. Incidentally, the 
‘““wasps’’, in particular, the most “distinguished” among them, 
“do not waste their time” (their own words), a fact which 
must be quite comforting to Mann. 


Not too long ago Mann gave up his post which was taken 
over by Abram Morris. But a reference to Mann, made by 
those tourists that represent the Greater New York Confer- 
ence, still deeply impresses those who are pro-Zionist. 


Now about Goodman. I have already written about the 
shady anti-Soviet activity of Jerry Goodman, Executive Di- 
rector of the notorious National Conference on Soviet Jewry, 
in my book The Dark Veil. A slicky expert on enlisting young 
people in Zionist organizations, Goodman came to the Soviet 
Union as a “‘tourist”’ shortly before the 19th Congress of the 
Young Communist League opened in Moscow. While in 
Leningrad Goodman used a miniature tape-recorder dis- 
guised as a notebook, and he had such a huge supply of 
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cassettes that one cannot but recall the saying that a burden 
of one’s choice (even if it is a loathsome one) is always light. 


Goodman had some addresses with him and promptly got 
in touch with the “necessary people”. The central figure 
among them was Lein, who had been convicted of hooligan- 
ism. Goodman, accustomed to juggling with facts, realized 
that certain circles in the West could be readily made to 
accept a trumped-up story about a “political” case, which is 
in fact an ordinary criminal case, where an “educated young 
man” was put on trial allegedly for ... wanting to learn 
Hebrew. Surely, lots of people in the United States would 
believe this cheap concoction once they have seen a “‘sen- 
sational’’ photo showing the hooligan Lein during the trial 
under the guard of two militiamen. 

Goodman’s provocative acts were being followed up by 
the activities, hostile to our country, carried out by his 
associates, Bayer, Levine, Himmelfard and Chernin, during 
their stay in Leningrad. They also decided to speculate on the 
“persecution” of people of Jewish nationality, who had actu- 
ally been convicted of criminal offences. 

Being aware that the “information” they had obtained 
was of an unquestionably slanderous character, the Zionist 
agents took pains to conceal it. The girdle of young Miss 
Himmelfard seemed the most reliable hiding place to them. 
But she, like her companions, had to sign an affidavit follow- 
ing customs examination, including a detailed list of the 
slanderous matter confiscated from her, at the Pulkovo 
Airport. 

Thus, the venture of the four Zionist ‘‘advocates of the 
rights of Soviet Jews’, who had entered our country in the 
guise of tourists, ended in a fiasco, just like the activities of 
their numerous predecessors. 

Numerous? Yes. The list of emissaries sent by various 
anti-Soviet organizations who were caught red-handed in this 
country is quite long. Many of these organizations are in the 
service of US Zionism—from the Union of Councils for 
Soviet Jews to the Student Struggle for Soviet Jewry. 


Take, for example, the scandalous odyssey of the Green- 
berg couple from the United States who visited Moscow, 
Leningrad, Kiev, and Odessa as tourists. They had come in 
order to take away from our country, which had received 
them with hospitality... no, not photographs taken at wild- 
life preserves, nor impressions of masterpieces of art, stage 
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performances and sports events, but coded records detri- 
mental to the Soviet state, plus charts, diagrams and snap- 
shots having to do with nuclear physics! 


Like their confederates, the Melkin couple, the Green- 
bergs settled accounts with the suppliers of the “goods” not 
only by making generous promises of an earthly paradise in 
the West, but also by giving them cheap presents in bright US 
wrappings. Including, of all things, bouillon cubes. 


Our customs officers found the anti-Soviet “luggage” of 
the Greenbergs as the latter were leaving for home. Neither a 
double-bottomed bag nor ingenious footwear, nor caches in 
the most secret recesses of the body could help the enterpris- 
ing Zionist couple. 

The ventures of a whole lot of other emissaries of the US 
Zionists have come to a similarly sad end. 

It seems ironical, but perhaps it is to be expected that 
every such voyage, ostensibly a tourist trip, coincided with 
reports about some fresh outbreaks of anti-Semitic acts on the 
territory of the United States. And it is indicative that while 
the US media often hushed up such incidents, the Israeli 
media solemnly reported now and then that toughs from 
a California-based pro-Nazi body had again desecrated a 
Jewish cemetery, that Texan Ku Kluxers had again ran- 
sacked a synagogue, or that some real estate agents in 
Greater New York had again refused to rent apartments to 
Jews. 

Can it be that the Israeli Zionists dare openly speak about 
the unrestrained growth of anti-Semitism on the soil of their 
strategic ally? Can it be that the US bosses allow such liberties 
to their Middle East gendarmes? However improbable this 
may seem, there are no real contradictions here. For the 
never-ending emigration of Israelis to the United States 1s 
depleting the human resources of Israel, as the Zionist press 
puts it. The US authorities, on their part, are not particularly 
interested in a fresh wave of Israeli emigration, for there are 
already too many jobless and homeless people in the country. 
In a word, neither the American nor the Israeli Zionists seem 
to care one bit about defending the basic human rights of the 
Jewish poor. Yes, precisely the poor, for the Ku Kluxers and 
neo-Nazis would never dare so much as lay a finger on Jewish 
millionaires! 

On the other hand, each failure the US “defenders of 
Soviet Jews’’ suffered in our country equally grieves all the 
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ringleaders of international Zionism without exception, in 
whichever country they may have entrenched themselves. 
The British Zionists have also lost count of the number of 
their mock tourists who have been exposed. Yet all these 
failures do not diminish their anti-Soviet zeal. It makes one 
think, not without reason, that this persistency, rather pig- 
headedness, is akin to the desperation of the doomed. 


Some people may say: now, wait a minute, this can’t be 
true. After all, British Zionism, according to its spokesmen, is 
Zionism in kid gloves. “‘A kid glove is not at all like the brass 
knuckles which the US Zionists sometimes use,” the well- 
known writer Lev Kassil and myself once heard in Sunder- 
land from Mr. Book, the leader of the local Zionists and the 
richest man in town. And fairly recently Sonya Goldsmith, 
chief Russian language expert among the London Zionist 
circles, said to me that people of the Kahane type would not 
be found among the Jewish nationalists in Britain. It’s not by 
chance, she said, that British Zionism is referred to as 
Zionism in kid gloves. But there is another definition which is 
even more to her liking—muted Zionism. 


In actual fact the agents of British Zionist organizations 
are trying to operate without any kind of kid gloves, and their 
actions are certainly not muted. The most impudent are 
members of the ‘““Committee of 35”. 


A rather vague name, isn’t it? So let me remind you that 
this is the name of one of the most malicious provocative 
bodies specially set up by British Zionism for the ostensible 
purpose of “defending the rights of Soviet Jews”. Why the 
figure 35? This was explained to me in London by Pamela 
Manson, an activist of the committee, who for some unknown 
reason called herself an actress. 


In the late 1960, one Raisa Palatnik, a 35-year-old Odessa 
resident, allegedly decided to emigrate to her “historical 
homeland’. Naturally, while making an application for visa 
she mentioned her wish to be “reunited” with her sister who 
had by that time emigrated to... Britain. The newly-made 
Britisher raised hell, just in case, maintaining that Raisa 
had been denied an exit visa. So a London Zionist, Doris 
Gainsford, a well-to-do woman craving for publicity, ad- 
dressed a group of kindred souls. We are all of the same age 
as the Odessa martyr, she said, that is, thirty-five years old, so 
let’s set up a committee of 35-year-old humanists in defence 
of our oppressed sister from Odessa. Some of the women 
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present were rather embarrassed to be made much younger 
than they really were by the practical Miss Gainsford. But, of 
course, the desire to come to the rescue of the “‘poor Soviet 
Jews” overcame their momentary embarrassment. 

And when the “‘defenceless’’ Odessan was already on her 
way to the “promised land” on the banks of ... the River 
Thames, the Zionist “Committee of 35’’, whose members at 
the time were all women, hurled themselves into a frenzied 
activity at 148 Grenville Road in London. The leaders of 
British Zionism promptly extended their patronage to the 
newly-fledged committee. Michael Shernborn, an expert on 
anti-Sovietism, with emotion sang the praises of the legendary 
endurance of these women, worthy of the daughters of 
ancient Zion. 


Ecstatically telling me about the wide range of “defence 
measures” adopted by members of the committee, Pamela 
Manson suggested that I should be introduced to one of its 
leaders. Here in Britain, she said, they proved to be re- 
markably faithful daughters of the Jewry. Suffice it to talk for 
five minutes at the most with Doris Gainsford or Linda 
Isaacs, and you will see that the committee is headed by truly 
outstanding Zionists. Or, better still, have a talk with Rita 
Ecker. Mark my words, she stressed, that woman will go far, 
because Rita is—. Here words failed her, and Pamela never 
did finish her praise of the wonderful Rita. 


As a matter of fact, the prophecy of my London com- 
panion has come true: Rita Ecker has actually gone as far as 
to take up the post of the boss of Zionist women of quite a 
mature age. 


Apparently, the ladies from the “Committee of 35”. who 
came to the USSR on tourist visas also advertised Rita 
Ecker’s extraordinary merits when talking to the Zionists’ 
sycophants and those whom they intended to “defend”. 
Otherwise, how can one explain the fact that on her recent 
trip to Leningrad Patricia Sheldon, a 46-year-old employee of 
a London trading company, took with her a photo where she 
was shown together with Rita Ecker “herself”? Evidently, the 
far-sighted women realized that such a “credential’’ would 
deeply impress those whom Miss Sheldon was going to meet 
and from whom she hoped to obtain a big piece of slanderous 
information. 


Since in the past British Zionist “tourists” to our country 
had utterly failed in carrying out anti-Soviet schemes, special 
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precautions were taken in arranging Patricia Sheldon’s trip. 
Patricia was sent to the USSR in company with a man 
(despite the fact that until then men had been barred from the 
spheres of activity of the one-hundred per cent female 
committee). That was to be the main cover. Thus, Rita 
Ecker’s friend was accompanied by Lewis-Samuel Cosky, a 
43-year-old owner of a radio shop. Businesslike and not used 
to “‘wearing ladies’ kid gloves”, he was to reward the most 
promising (from the point of view of Zionism) candidates for 
emigration according to their deserts. The rewards that Cosky 
and Sheldon brought with them ranged from clothes and 
medicines to cameras and magnetic tapes. Cosky brought a 
stock of such “‘souvenirs” worth nearly 2,500 roubles. 


Miss Sheldon’s personal luggage was less bulky: it con- 
sisted of some copies of the tabloid Jewish Chronicle (again a 
vague name), published by the British Zionists, and the 
addresses of a number of renegades known for their pro- 
Zionist sentiments. Such hand luggage does not take up much 
room. Patricia Sheldon and her gentleman friend had to get 
out of our country on February 20, 1985, ahead of schedule. 
They shared the fate of the envoys of the “Committee of 35” 
who had previously come to the Soviet Union in the guise of 
tourists. 


The anti-Soviet committeewomen who have been proved 
guilty of deeds hostile to our state is led by June Jacobs. This 
energetic lady was thoroughly instructed by a certain Schind- 
ler, who was in charge of international affairs at the pro- 
Zionist Council of Britain’s Jewish Communities. He made 
“sprightly June’? memorize the questionnaire which Zionist 
emissaries were to use when visiting socialist countries. 
Besides the assignment given her by Schindler, zealous June 
also learned by heart the addresses of the Soviet citizens in 
whom Zionist agencies had an interest. 


However, staging provocations in the Soviet Union turned 
out to be not at all easy. It was much simpler to forge 
signatures of one’s great-grandmothers and grandchildren in 
petitions in support of “innocent” people “wrongly con- 
victed”’ by Soviet courts. On her arrival in Moscow, Miss 
Jacobs’ provocative schemes went phut. This, however, in no 
way affected enterprising June’s Zionist career. Having out- 
done her associates, she became chairperson of the National 
Council for Soviet Jewry in London (not to be confused with 
the committee of a similar name headed by Barbara Ober- 
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mann). There is no denying that the British Zionists’ anti- 
Soviet arsenal is truly rich and diverse! 

The notorious ‘‘Committee of 35” is not the only one that 
sends emissaries of British Zionism to socialist countries. 
There is another organization calling itself ‘“Consciousness”’ 
(what an innocent name!), and keeping pace with it is an 
organization known as the “Friends of Shamir”’. 

Peter Kalms, chairman of the London branch of the 
“Friends of Shamir”, having arrived in our country on a 
tourist visa, tried to mingle with those whom he could later 
refer to as reliable sources of information, slanderous inform- 
ation, that is, which he himself might concoct. He collected 
information about Soviet citizens who, in his opinion, 
should ... emigrate to the “homeland of their forefathers’. 


Nor did the visit that David Bloch and Carl Martin Harris 
made to our country have an exactly happy ending. They had 
been fitted out for the trip by Jerry Lewis. As I was told in 
London, Lewis had won notoriety as the chief stage manager 
of provocative acts against Soviet theatrical companies that 
came to Britain on tour and as the supervisor of groups of 
Zionists who tried to disrupt the work of Soviet exhibitions 
held in Britain. 


This also applies in full measure to emissaries of the 
French Zionists who hypocritically say that their organiza- 
tions and services function in a kind of an idealistic, pinkish 
atmosphere and describe French Zionism as intellectual Zion- 
ism. Being intellectual is surely a refinement over wearing kid 
gloves! In Paris Madame Annette, one of the leading Zionist 
officials of the Union des étudiants juifs de France, who is 
clearly long past student age, assured me that members of her 
union were intellectuals and that thought was the most 
important thing for them. It was unthinkable that they could 
ever follow the example of the militant US Zionists and 
overstep the bounds beyond which there could only be 
compulsion, subversion and provocation. 


They do overstep it, and how! 

I could name those French Zionists from the Comite de 
solidarité avec les juifs d’7URSS, from the Association of 
University Friends of Tel Aviv (everyone knows that this 
organization is a product of the alliance of French and the 
Israeli Zionists, many of whom operate under innocent 
pseudonyms!), from the “Committee of 15” (frankly, [ve 
been unable to decipher this camouflaged name) who have 
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been proved guilty of committing acts of provocation in our 
country. 

However, Ill just mention the pair who came to our 
country from Paris at the end of January 1985. In their visa 
applications he, a 30-year-old Alain Fenkelkraut, gave his 
occupation as teacher and she, 27-year-old Dominique Nora, 
as office worker. 


Several days later, when monsieur teacher and mad- 
emoiselle office worker arrived in Kiev from Moscow, the 
competent agencies there examined their notebooks and 
found they were filled with records that had nothing to do 
with tourism—there were seventy-two pages of slanderous, 
biased information, information that is hostile to our country! 


The purpose of their trip to the Soviet Union, as stated by 
Fenkelkraut in his visa application, sounds quite reasonable: 
he says that he and his girl friend decided to come to the 
Soviet Union in order to visit museums and other places of 
interest. 

However, Fenkelkraut and his girl friend did not visit any 
museums or go sight-seeing. Instead, they went to the flats of 
those Soviet citizens whose jobs gave them access to state 
secrets. In addition, the Fenkelkraut-Nora pair considered the 
flats of some other Soviet citizens to be “touristic attractions” 
as well. Who was it that supplied the mock tourists with the 
necessary addresses? 


According to Fenkelkraut’s affidavit, before he left for the 
USSR he visited a synagogue in Rue Copernicus {in Paris ] 
where he met the rabbi, a certain Williams. There he was 
given the addresses of a number of Soviet citizens living in 
Moscow, Kiev, Leningrad, and Odessa. 

The records that were found on the pair eloquently attest 
to the large scope of the assignments given them by their 
bosses. I don’t mean only the territorial scope of the 
operation—four major cities and lots of addresses of “‘note- 
worthy” people! The political scope, so to say, is also quite 
obvious. Judging from the records, the unmasked agents 
provocateurs had intended to “document” the falsified ma- 
terial on a large scale so as to be able to publicize it later in 
the international arena. 

Preparations for the Parisian pair’s trip to our country 
were thorough and purposeful. While still in Paris Fenkel- 
kraut and Nora wrote down ... the replies which they were to 
extract from their ‘“‘interlocutors” in the Soviet Union. 
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Whenever they fail in their schemes in the Soviet Union, 
the Zionist emissaries disguised as tourists never hesitate to 
resort to the well-tried provocative principle: raise hell on any 
pretext even if there isn’t any. They (American, British, 
French and other “‘tourists’) would start shrieking hysteri- 
cally that they are not allowed to get in touch with Jews who 
wish to go to the land of their ancestors, that is, who wish to 
repatriate. 

Let us leave aside the speculative use—and for how many 
times?—of the term “repatriation”. (As is known, the word 
means the return to their native land of prisoners-of-war and 
civilians who found themselves outside it because of war, and 
also of emigrants.) Let us turn to a brief passage from an 
interview which a correspondent of a magazine had with 
someone who had just returned to his country after visiting 
Moscow and Leningrad: 


“Did you have an opportunity to meet with the Jews who 
wished to leave the Soviet Union?’ 


““*Ves we did; nobody put any obstacle in our way. I met 
with them at their places and they came to our hotel. We 
spoke both with individuals and with groups, meeting with 
them by day, in the evening and at night.’”’ 

What is the name of the magazine and where is it 
published? 

This is /zrail segodnya (Israel Today), and it is extremely 
anti-Soviet. 

Who is the person interviewed by the magazine, what is 
his occupation, and what are his political affiliations? 


The man is Menahem Hacohen, a rabbi and a deputy to 
the Israeli Knesset from the Ma’arah bloc. In December 1981 
I met with Hacohen at the Soviet Peace Committee and can 
testify that the rabbi can hardly be considered someone who 
is sympathetic towards the Soviet system; he is anything but 
that. It is just that being a decent man he didn’t want to call 
white black. 

As for the Goodmans, Bayers, Melvins, Kalmses, Fenkel- 
krauts, and other Zionist voyagers who come to our country 
in order to do harm to it, they are wholly devoid of such a 
thing as decency. 


They act as they are told by the leaders of international 
Zionism, who are schooled by both the US and Israeli secret 
Services. 

Yet even such strict schooling proves unable to get Zionist 
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emissaries out of a hole once they are caught, whatever 
documents they may use to penetrate into our country— 
tourist, correspondent, or diplomatic. So they have to go back 
where they came from, having got nothing for their pains. 
They get it though—and rather hot, one should think—from 
their bosses back home, who must be hopping mad at them 
for failing to carry out their assignments. 

Let them be mad as much as they please. We have only 
one thing in store for them—a fiasco. Unavoidable. 


Inevitable. 


Boris RAKHLIN 


A CONTEST OF LIARS 


“Trud’’, July 8, 1986 


He is 28 years old, a gifted musician who plays the cello, 
the piano and the guitar. He tunes the guitar in his own 
special way and has developed a special technique of playing 
it. Much of his time is devoted to folk music and composition. 
He sings, writes poetry and songs, and draws. Ancient lan- 
guages are another hobby of his. He has mastered Hebrew in 
two years, having found his own key to learning the language. 
What is more, he has become one of the greatest experts in 
that language, which he has taught to hundreds of people. A 
real prodigy in fact. 

By now the reader must be impatient to know the name of 
this remarkable young man... 

We have to admit, to our regret, that all the above- 
mentioned data have been taken ... from the air. Their sour- 
ces are the BBC, the Voice of America, the Voice of Israel and 
other similar voices and their helpers. So the rare phenom- 
enon was not discovered by us. We have only managed, 
somewhat belatedly, to get on his tracks. True, the trail led to 
the penal code rather than to music and art. 

But let us begin from the beginning. The time was the 
evening of March 14 of this year, and the place, the Tbilisi 
airport. Travelling documents, luggage and handbags were 
being checked, as usual, for Flight 932 Tbilisi-Moscow. A 
militiaman on duty noticed a young man who seemed unusu- 
ally excited; there was a strange gleam in his eyes. The source 
of excitement was soon discovered: several smoking pipes 
were found in the young man’s travelling bag. There were also 
several envelopes with money in them. The militiaman sniffed 
at the pipes and thought the smell could be that of a drug. He 
asked another bag to be examined in the presence of wit- 
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nesses. Among other things found in this bag was a small 
paper packet. 

‘““‘What’s in it?” he asked. 

“Pepper,” said the young man carelessly. “Georgian pep- 
per, I’m taking it home with me.” The militiaman opened the 
packet and found it contained a brownish substance. It didn’t 
smell of pepper. The passenger was taken off the flight and 
led to the militia post at the airport. 

Expert examination established the brownish substance in 
the paper packet to be the drug hashish. Traces of hashish 
were also discovered in the dust from the bottom of the 
travelling bag. 

It is now time to identify our hero. He is Alexei Vladimi- 
rovich Magarik, born in 1958, and has a secondary education. 
At the time of his arrest he was not employed anywhere. A 
people’s court in Tbilisi considered the evidence presented 
and found Magarik guilty of illegal possession and transport- 
ation of a narcotic. 

During a search of Magarik’s flat in Moscow a box was 
discovered marked ‘‘Tobacco for the captain’s pipe”; it con- 
tained some tobacco and the dust of a narcotic substance. In 
accordance with Article 252 of the Criminal Code of the 
Georgian Soviet Socialist Republic, the court found A. V. 
Magarik guilty and sentenced him to three years’ imprison- 
ment in a general-regime penal colony. 

So, the drug trafficker received his due. But what has this 
to do with his gifts in the fields of music, the arts, linguistics 
and teaching? In an attempt to whitewash the drug addict, 
who was caught red-handed, his relatives began spreading the 
rumour that the packet with hashish found in Magarik’s bag 
had been planted there, and the idea was to punish him for... 
teaching Hebrew! 

This absurd claim was much to the liking of Western 
journalists and Zionists specializing in stage-managing noisy 
anti-Soviet shows. The image of the “‘victim’’ had to be made 
as attractive as possible in order to build up an audience for 
the unseemly campaign. So urgent steps were taken to 
“equip” Magarik with rare, amazing gifts. On June 10, for 
instance, the BBC, which prides itself on the alleged truthful- 
ness of its reporting, said that Magarik who was being 
“persecuted” in the Soviet Union, was in fact an electrical 
engineer. But the version of a victimized teacher of Hebrew 
stuck the fastest. Another show was staged in Jerusalem even 
after the investigation in Tbilisi was completed and it became 
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clear that Magarik would be charged with a criminal offense. 
The Teachers’ Union in Israel awarded a prize to the 
man in the dock, apparently to make clear to the world what 
kind of person it was who was being tried in Tbilisi... 

We were able to find people who knew Magarik. What 
they have to say about him adds up to a picture of a young 
man whose principle is ‘“‘any job is good so long as you don’t 
have to work at it”. Magarik’s only distinction at school was 
to shirk all studies. After barely managing to finish an eight- 
year general school he entered a music school. But hard work 
was not for him, and he left the music school after two years 
without completing the course. So much for the scholastic 
accomplishments of the “electrical engineer” with musical 
inclinations. 

He led the life of a loafer, taking a job from time to time 
just in order to avoid getting into trouble with the law. He 
seemed to prefer the job of a night watchman, as can be seen 
from his service record. But his latest occupation was that of a 
piano accompanist at a factory House of Culture, where his 
official monthly work load was 71 hours, not a heavy one by 
any standard. 

An entry in the notebook of the famous Soviet humorist 
Ilya Ilf reads: ‘“‘A contest of liars. The first prize goes to him 
who tells the truth.” 

One is tempted to describe the hue and cry raised by the 
Western media over the Magarik case as a “‘contest of liars’. 
The truth of the matter is that Magarik is a loafer who has 
become a drug addict. The hashish found in his bag was 
““planted’’ there by none other than himself, as was confirmed 
during the trial by eight witnesses. 

The possession of and trafficking in narcotic drugs is a 
punishable offense under Soviet law. And the law is the law. 
But will any of our Western colleagues who have joined the 
campaign of lies dare admit the truth? 


V. MAGHIDSON 


THE PERSON ABOUT WHOM MR. HATCH 
IS CONCERNED 


A REPLY TO THE US SENATOR 


“Vechernyaya Moskva’, September 3, 1986 


A meeting that was held at the Dynamo plant in Moscow 
evoked great interest among the plant’s personnel. Perhaps it 
would not have attracted so much attention had the lecturer 
on ideological subversion been an outsider, rather than a 
person who worked at the plant and who could tell his story 
as an eyewitness. 

It all began when Tamara Dolgikh, a winder at the plant 
and a Deputy to the Supreme Soviet of the Russian Federa- 
tion, received a letter from US Senator Orrin G. Hatch who 
was responsible, as he wrote, for the ratification of inter- 
national agreements. 

‘“‘After I had read the letter,” Tamara Dolgikh told me, “I 
could not get to sleep all night long. I thought that maybe 
Lyudmila, my niece, had translated it incorrectly or maybe I 
had misunderstood it. For if one is to believe Mr. Hatch, it is 
the Soviet Union that is to blame for the refusal of US Con- 
gress to ratify the SALT-2 Treaty and for the fact that the 
White House did not support our moratorium and has 
ae a programme to militarize outer space. Here, have a 
look.” 

I read the letter typed on thick yellowish paper with the 
emblem of the United States on top. 

“TI welcome your pursuit of peace and an end to the deadly 
arms race. But this can come about only if we trust one 
another...”’ 

He went on, ignoring all logic: ““A step in this direction 
would be the emigration of Dr. Gennady Khassin and his 
family... They have been denounced by the press for crimes 
they did not commit.... For the cause of peace and inter- 
national goodwill, this malicious, unjust persecution of the 


59 


Khassin family... must end. I appeal to you on humanitarian 
grounds to do everything in your power to bring about the 
Khassins’ speedy emigration.”’ - 

‘“‘The Senator is right about one thing,’ Tamara Dolgikh 
said. “In order to fight together for peace and disarmament, 
people must trust one another. But why does he reduce such 
important and fundamental issues to a specific problem—the 
permission for the Khassin family to emigrate to Israel? And 
who is persecuting them? Where has he found this informa- 
tion? And how has the Soviet Union violated the Helsinki 
accords, as the Senator contends it has.” 

Some time ago the Khassins decided to emigrate from the 
Soviet Union. But they were not allowed to leave at that time, 
because Natalia Khassina had had access to confidential 
information in her work. A calculating person, however, she 
quickly realized that the hidden advantages to the situation 
were substantial. She managed to secure access to “material 
aid” which is distributed by Western Zionist organizations to 
so-called ‘‘activists’” and other “fighters”. That period 
strangely coincided with the period during which Natalia 
Khassina who did not work anywhere then (she explained this 
by saying that she had small children) bought a new coopera- 
tive flat. Naturally, other “‘activists’” who were waiting to get 
their share of Western “‘charities” took notice of this. As a 
result, they all began to quarrel, throwing insults and accu- 
sations at one another. 

In the summer of 1985, D. Shapiro, who lived in Moscow 
and was convicted of crimes against the state, made a state- 
ment on Central Television in which he described the bicker- 
ing between the “activists” over clothes and money orders 
coming from “relatives living abroad’’. He also said (and this 
was confirmed by Y. Koifman of Dnepropetrovsk in court) 
that although Natalia Khassina and several persons close to 
her remained in the background, they not only used their 
“cash” for their own, selfish interests, but did a great deal to 
instil in their acquaintances a spirit of nationalism and 
convince them to emigrate to Israel. 

When Tamara Dolgikh and I went to call upon the Khas- 
sins, they opened the door taking us for acquaintances who 
had arrived from another city. But as soon as they found out 
who we were, they tried to make us leave. Tamara took the 
Senator’s letter from her bag and said that we had come at the 
request of Mr. Hatch from Washington. 

“We don’t know any such a person,” said Natalia Khas- 
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sina, quickly appraising the situation. ‘““We haven’t requested 
his help and we don’t need it. The Senator has been misled; 
we are not threatened.” 

At the meeting with which this article began Tamara 
Dolgikh spoke about Mr. Hatch’s letter, how she went to see 
the Khassins at his request, her reply to the US Senator, and 
about why Mr. Hatch had suddenly displayed such great 
concern for a family which, as we became convinced, did not 
need his attention. 

“T have written a letter to the Senator,” said Tamara, “in 
which I tried to convince him of how irresponsible it is today 
to reduce very important problems to minor, invented issues, 
such as the alleged persecution of the Khassin family. Still I 
want to believe that Mr. Hatch is an honest man and that he’s 
been misguided by unscrupulous, anti-Soviet politicians.” 

Tamara Dolgikh called the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that Natalia Khassina often used the parcels from Zionist 
organizations, including those in the US, as she herself chose 
and actually encouraged the parasitic life style of D. Shapiro 
and some other young people, which in the end landed them 
in court. Tamara Dolgikh then asked Mr. Hatch a very 
logical question: ‘‘Do you seriously believe, Mr. Hatch, that 
activities such as those of Natalia Khassina promote the 
strengthening of trust between our people? She’s told me that 
she has not worked anywhere for more than ten years now. 
She does not hide the fact that her family practically lives on 
the aid from Zionist organizations in the US. I wonder if US 
voters know where their money is going? Do they think it 
possible in this way to ‘strengthen’ mutual understanding 
between our people?” 

In telling about the Senator’s letter at the meeting and her 
reply to it, Tamara said that as “convincing” proof of their 
being right the proponents of the “‘psychological warfare” are 
quick to make allegations about the “violation of human 
rights” in the Soviet Union and the “persecution of Jews” 
there. In so doing they refer to provisions of important 
international accords, such as the Helsinki Final Act. Mr. 
Hatch, said Tamara Dolgikh, did the same. “But you have 
forgotten, Mr. Hatch,” wrote Tamara in her reply, “to 
mention that in signing the Final Act in Helsinki not a single 
state assumed a commitment to agree to an unrestricted 
emigration of its citizens.”’ 

In 1986 mankind marked the 20th anniversary of the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. That 
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document stated, in particular, that these rights “shall not be 
subject to any restrictions except those which are provided by 
law, are necessary to protect national security, public order..., 
public health or morals.” Article 10 of the Convention on the 
Protection of Human Rights and Basic Freedoms points out 
that ‘‘the exercise of these freedoms, since it carries with it 
duties and responsivilities, may be subject to such formalities, 
conditions, restrictions or penalties as are prescribed by law 
and are necessary in a democratic society, in the interests of 
national security, ... for the protection of health or morals, 
... for preventing the disclosure of information received in 
confidence.” Furthermore, the signatory states assumed a 
commitment to respect “the reputation or rights of others” 
and to maintain “the authority and impartiality of the 
judiciary.” 

“T have dwelled on these documents deliberately,” 
Tamara Dolgikh said, “‘in order to prove to the Senator that a 
temporary denial of the request of any family to emigrate to 
Israel is not a violation of international agreements. 
Moreover, any attempt to connect the decision on the 
emigration of a certain family with the issues of detente 
should be regarded in the light of the Helsinki accords as 
interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign state.” 

This meeting we have been discussing took place only a 
few days after the entire world had learned about the State- 
ment by General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee 
Mikhail Gorbachev on August 18, 1986. The personnel of the 
Dynamo plant wholeheartedly supported this statement. That 
is why those present at the meeting unanimously approved 
Tamara Dolgikh’s concluding words: 

‘We are addressing the American people with open heart 
and open minds. We are waiting for their response because 
this is what our times demand.” 


Y. AKSHIN 


A GAME OF REPATRIATES 


OR A STORY OF ANOTHER FIASCO OF THE MYTH 
ABOUT THE OPPRESSION OF SOVIET JEWS 


“Komsomolskaya pravda’’, October 22, 1985 


Eitan Finkelstein’s article in the Israeli newspaper The 
Jerusalem Post of December 16, 1984, was entitled “Choices 
Facing Soviet Jews”. Sounds ostentatious, doesn’t it? The 
author must be quite an authority on this question. So who is 
he? 

There is no use in trying to find the name Finkelstein in 
any reference book. To put it mildly, the man is not terribly 
well known. But nevertheless, the Israeli newspaper Our 
Land, which is published in Russian, provides a great deal of 
information about him. 

Eitan Finkelstein, a former Soviet citizen and physicist by 
education, is a man whose convictions and way of life gave 
the Israeli press grounds to regard him as a “confirmed 
Zionist’’ when he was still living in the USSR. He is a man 
who has made the West “‘happier’”’ with his numerous articles 
(how they got into the Western press circumventing Soviet 
laws may only be guessed), including one slanderous article 
entitled ““How to Emigrate to Israel from the Soviet Union”’. 
He had two goals in life: to emigrate from the USSR and to 
try, if not terribly successfully then at least actively, to 
inculcate the “Jewish spirit’’ (meaning Zionist ideas) in Soviet 
people of Jewish nationality. 

Eitan Finkelstein’s desire to become an Israeli citizen was 
finally realized, although not very quickly, because in his 
work in the USSR he had had access to confidential material. 
When in December 1983 Finkelstein set foot on the “prom- 
ised land’’, he received a more than cordial welcome. He gave 
an interview to Israeli television; there were vast articles about 
his “struggle” to emigrate from the Soviet Union and long 
letters from his former “‘comrades-in-arms” who lived in 
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Israel. Of course, he was not a “prisoner of Zion’ (people of 
Jewish nationality who have been convicted in the USSR of 
criminal offenses are thus referred to in the West), like the 
group which tried to hijack an Aeroflot plane. But Finkelstein 
also had enough “‘merits’’ to his credit when he was “fighting 
to emigrate” to win fame in Israel as an adamant and resolute 
person. 


But time passed—more than a year had gone by—and 
Finkelstein living in the “promised land” underwent a trans- 
formation. The above-mentioned article in The Jerusalem 
Post of December 16, 1984 seemed to apply the “magic 
wand” which in a blink of an eye turned the “adamant and 
resolute’’ participant in the “‘heroic struggle for the right to 
leave the USSR” into a despicable, extremely egoistic and 
suspicious person, even an inveterate slanderer and traitor to 
the cause of the “struggle for the liberation of Soviet Jews’’. 
Thus, Eitan Finkelstein who had only a short while before 
been praised for his infinite loyalty to the “cause of Zion” was 
presented as a person who “cut himself off not only from the 
main body of Soviet Jewry, but also from the main body of 
Jewish activists”. This was how he was described by ten 
former Soviet citizens, including four former “prisoners of 
Zion’’. Their reply to Finkelstein’s article was published in 
The Jerusalem Post of December 26, 1984. 


What made these people publicly censure a person who 
had come from their midst, who had previously been regarded 
as one of their champions, and what was so “criminal” about 
his article? The heart of the matter is that Eitan Finkelstein 
told the truth for probably the first time in his life. The main 
idea of his article is that there is an abyss between the so- 
called “‘fighters for emigration from the Soviet Union” and 
the bulk of Soviet Jews. 


Western mass media (to say nothing of those in Israel) 
have created a stereotype of the Soviet Jew, a person who is 
“always subjected to repression and restrictions”, who can- 
not escape the feeling that *‘a pogrom may come tomorrow or 
the day after tomorrow’, and who lives where everything 
Jewish is banned and persecuted. In accordance with this 
stereotype his only hope for “‘rescue”’ is emigration from the 
USSR for which is fighting his “‘spiritual leader’, the so- 
called Jewish activist, a person whose life and the lives of his 
kith and kin “are in jeopardy’. A direct consequence of this 
juggling of the facts, false sensations and downright lies 1s 
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that any critical remarks about Israel in the Soviet press are 
regarded as “Soviet anti-Semitism”. This is the ABC of 
Zionist propaganda as a result of which some politicians in 
the West are spending more time fighting for the “rights of 
Soviet Jewry” than solving the domestic and foreign-policy 
problems of their own countries. As for US presidents, this 
fight has become part and parcel of their post, something like 
the Oval Office or a lunch at the White House. The task of the 
Zionists and their press is not to allow any slackening 
whatsoever in the intensity of their projects aimed at brain- 
washing public opinion in the Western countries in the anti- 
Soviet spirit, particularly with regard to the “position of Jews 
in the USSR”. 

In contrast to the Zionist press, Finkelstein wrote: ““The 
activists and the refuseniks [the name given by Zionist propa- 
ganda to those who were temporarily refused permission for 
emigration] live by norms and standards that to a significant 
degree have nothing to do with the norms and standards of 
Soviet society. ...While staying in the USSR, they are, in fact, 
living in Israel (or the US). ... They easily generalize, applying 
to the whole of Soviet Jewry both the repression and restric- 
tions to which they are being subjected as open enemies of the 
Soviet regime... An emotional, and sometimes nearly hys- 
terical, perception of the situation does not... reflect the 
events taking place in the USSR.” 

Finkelstein notes in his article that Soviet Jews in the 
USSR are not “directly threatened’, they don’t consider 
critical comments about Israel in the Soviet press as anti- 
Semitism and do not regard these comments as referring to 
themselves. Contrary to assertions in the Western press, 
emigration from the USSR is not forbidden or fraught with 
persecution, and in spite of the deterioration of relations with 
the West in the 1980s, OVIR offices (authorized to issue 
entrance and exit visas) continue to accept applications to 
emigrate to Israel and grant permission, if the grounds for 
emigration are sufficient. 

Finkelstein makes the following conclusion: “In their way 
of life ordinary Soviet Jews do not at all differ from all other 
Soviet citizens.”” This conclusion is clearly at variance with the 
picture drawn by the Western press. Finkelstein stresses that 
the West is misinformed about the position of Soviet Jewry, 
for information from official Soviet sources “is not simply 
rejected outside the USSR; it is not perceived at all”. 

He writes further: ‘Already by the mid-seventies... there 
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was a virtual avalanche of letters from Israel to the USSR, 
most of them expressing dissatisfaction and disappointment... 
A mass re-emigration of former Soviet citizens from Israel 
[began]. ... The ‘second-time’ emigrants included representa- 
tives of all Soviet republics and cities. ...It is difficult in any 
case to imagine a person would care to move into a house 
whose residents are running away in all directions. ...Today 
the average Soviet Jew is likely to come to the conclusion that 
emigration is not a game worth such high stakes.” 

And, finally, here is the conclusion made by this “partici- 
pant in the heroic struggle for the right to emigrate”, a 
conclusion that is amazing for a person with such a biography 
and such convictions, who a year before had asserted that 
hundreds of thousands of Jews would like to emigrate from 
the USSR, but they feared persecution. ‘“‘As far as his [the 
Soviet Jew’s] preferences are concerned, the experience of 
both the recent and the distant past tells him that it would be 
best for him to remain what he is, a Russian Jew La Jew living 
in the USSR ].” 

It is hard to say what brought Finkelstein to write this 
frank article. Was it direct confrontation with the realities of 
the “historical homeland”, a sober re-assessment of the con- 
ditions in which he had lived the first half of his life, or was it 
something personal? Another small stylistic feature of this 
article is that Finkelstein did not ever use the term “re- 
patriates”, a term the Israelis are very fond of. Most likely 
“Eretz Yisrael” has not become a homeland for Finkelstein 
while he himself has become an alien there. 

Well, he is not the first. Many those who felt themselves 
Israelis in the USSR have proved to be strangers in Israel and 
not only there, but in other countries in the West as well. 

Eitan Finkelstein’s article was a complete surprise for the 
“liberators” and “saviours” of Soviet Jews for its author had 
been regarded as a Zionist in Israel and for that matter 
Finkelstein had also considered himself to be a Zionist. But 
now it follows from his article that the mass campaigns 
conducted in the West to ‘“‘save” Soviet Jews are not worth a 
damn for there is no one to save and nothing to save them 
from. One of the main theses of the “struggle for human 
rights in the USSR”—the “struggle for free emigration of 
Soviet Jews”—has become endangered. 

Naturally, the Zionists’ reaction to this “‘renegade’s”’ 
article was prompt. There is obviously no use dwelling at 
length on the content of the “‘counter-article” written by 
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“former activists and refuseniks’’, for their arguments hold no 
water. 

Another point worth mentioning: Finkelstein’s opponents 
did not refute his words about the “disappointment of Soviet 
Jews in Israel or the US’’, or their desire “‘to remain Russian 
Jews”. As regards personal tragedies or problems, the “‘for- 
mer activists and refuseniks” flippantly wrote that “personal 
problems should not be made into an argument against the 
struggle for the repatriation of Soviet Jews’. So that’s it! 
What do Zionists care for the ‘“‘personal tragedies” and 
“personal problems” of certain individuals in comparison to 
the prosperity of the state of Israel? What do they care for 
these people and their hopes, desires and abilities? 

History has already been witness to such an attempt to 
play with people, an attempt that was made relatively re- 
cently. It cost humanity very dearly. “Repatriation to the 
historical homeland” of cannon fodder also took place then. 
Those who remained in the country that nurtured them were 
also proclaimed “‘traitors to the nation” at that time. Only 
rather than to “Eretz Yisrael’, the trains were bringing 
repatriates to the “Third Reich’. And it is well known how 
this all ended. 

Perhaps Eitan Finkelstein’s article will open the eyes of 
some people in the West and enable them to see the true 
situation of Soviet Jews. For the article was written by an 
“insider” whose image, earlier created by the Israeli press, did 
not at all correspond to the stereotype of a ““Moscow agent”’. 
Most likely Eitan Finkelstein is not at all sympathetic towards 
the Soviet Union; it is just that he has become a little less 
biassed than the fanatics who are ready to take any action for 
the sake of realizing their senseless ideas, and the politicians 
who inspire them in the “struggle’’. 


1/2 5* 


“MY HOPES ARE DASHED” 


“Komsomolskaya pravda’’, April 4, 1986 


Six years ago Polina Stashevskaya, a saleswoman in a food store in 
Kiev, thought she could find paradise in the “promised land’. Today 
she sends tearful letters to friends and relatives in Moscow and the 
Ukraine. 

With Stashevskaya’s permission we quote here extracts from her 
letters to her brother Yevgeny Shushansky, a veteran of the Great 
Patriotic War, who lives in the town of Alexandria.* 


“Dear brother, this is not the first time I’ve decided to 
pour out my complaints to you about my life here. Forgive 
me for imposing on you like this, but I have no other caring 
person left but you, and here there has never been such one. 
My hopes for a carefree life were dashed the moment the train 
I was aboard crossed the Soviet border and Israeli recruiters 
burst into the carriage and tried to persuade those with the 
“long-awaited” exit visa to go straight to Tel Aviv. What 
humiliation, endless interrogations and exhortations I had to 
go through first in Vienna and then in Rome before I found 
myself on the other side of the ocean. 

“Tife in America seemed not so bad at first when I was 
working at a factory. True, even then I realized that I am an 
entirely alien person here. The Americans keep to themselves, 
they don’t know their own neighbours and have nothing but 
contempt for immigrants. 

“But real troubles started when the factory closed and I 
became jobless. With much ado I got a job as domestic help in 
a rich Jewish family. But I’d never worked as a servant before 
and didn’t know how to behave like one. I must have been 


r i In November 1986 Polina Stashevskaya returned to the Soviet Union 
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very clumsy and as a result often was reprimanded by my 
master and mistress. By the way, strange as it may seem, it 
is from them that I suffered the worst humiliations in my 
life. 


“Once I told my master that the Torah proclaims all Jews 
equal and calls on them to help one another, while he 
exploited his neighbours, making them work on Saturday, 
which is against the religious laws. 


“The master flew into a rage, swore at me and said that 
Jews who came from the USSR were not pure-blooded Jews. 
After that I lost my job.” 

“Dear Zhenya, I’ve tried to write you a letter which is not 
depressing, but I’ve failed. As they say, misfortunes never 
come singly. Just as I was recovering from an illness—I was in 
a clinic for the poor where students perform operations and 
treat patients by way of practice—the air conditioner in my 
little room broke down. This happened during a heat wave 
when one suffocates even with the conditioner turned on. I 
had to buy a new one for 450 dollars and paid an extra 165 
dollars to have it installed. Then there was the tax... In short, 
my whole year’s savings were gone.” 


“My dear ones, Anatoli Rakhinov, with whom I have 
been here in contact all these years, has returned to Kiev. I 
can imagine how happy he is. I have joined a progressive club 
named after Chernyshevsky. I wish you knew how many 
people here are disenchanted with life in the West! 

“The newspaper Russian Voice has printed an interview 
with former Leningraders David Goncharov and Nelly Yan- 
kovskaya, who, I think, put their finger on the main cause of 
this: 

“““A person who grew up in the Soviet Union, in socialist 
conditions, finds it difficult to settle in the United States.’ 


“It’s frightening to live here—I don’t mean because of the 
crime which everyone knows about, but because of human 
relations, the entire American way of life, the entire capitalist 
system...” 

“One gets sick and tired listening to the local radio with its 
daily appeals ‘to save the Soviet brothers’. Again and again 
the announcers read out line by line the words of a specially 
written song, a kind of march, to be sung during demon- 
strations in front of the Soviet mission. All those who emi- 
grated from the Soviet Union are urged to take part in such 
gatherings. And frankly speaking, many accept these ‘invi- 
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tations’, because anyone who joins such a demonstration can 
get matzoh and some food at the synagogue.”’ 


The editors of this collection asked Boris Sheinin, a script writer 
and a member of the Anti-Zionist Committee of Soviet Public 
Opinion, to comment on these letters. 


One of the many “seminars” on the ‘“‘defence of Soviet 
Jews” was held recently in the building of the Swedish 
parliament in Stockholm. The subject of discussion was— 
would you guess it?—entries made in the passports of Soviet 
citizens. The organizers of the gathering managed even to 
get some politicians to attend it. These honourable gen- 
tlemen were “informed” that in the Soviet Union only 
Jews are required to indicate their nationality in their pas- 
sports. 

If the “seminar” participants had the least curiosity about 
the matter, they could have consulted a reference book and 
found out that there are more than one hundred nations and 
nationalities inhabiting the Soviet Union and they live in 
conditions of complete equality. As for the entry on nation- 
ality in the passport, every Soviet citizen fills it according to 
his wish. 

In fact there would have been no need to hold the 
“seminar” at all if its participants had taken the trouble 
to consult a reference book. But then what was to happen to 
the “Jewish question” in the Soviet Union, which is a sure 
source of income for quite a large number of bourgeois ideo- 
logists? 

It would seem that the “seminar” took place without 
attracting much attention. But once a friendship train 
brought a group of French workers to the Soviet Union. 
While in Moscow they called at the Anti-Zionist Committee 
of Soviet Public Opinion. In a talk there they said that many 
Frenchmen were worried by reports, blown up by the press 
and television, that there were some special entries in the 
passports of Soviet Jews... Such was the subversive effect of 
the Stockholm gathering... 

The Moscow Choral Synagogue is probably visited by as 
many foreign tourists as the city’s theatres and museums. This 
is not really surprising. For it is being repeatedly said in the 
West that religious Jews are persecuted in the Soviet Union 
and that all synagogues have been closed down long ago. 
The visitors from France also went to the synagogue. There 
they talked with the rabbi and parishioners and attended a 
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service. Gradually they realized that they had been badly 
deceived. 


Or take, for instance, those criminals who, under the 
influence of Zionist propaganda and instigated by the Israeli 
special services, made an attempt to hijack an airliner in 
Leningrad. In the West a great deal was done then to picture 
these thugs as innocent victims, and to accuse Soviet judicial 
bodies of “‘cruelty” and “‘anti-Semitism”’. Even the leaders of 
some countries were enlisted in the campaign. But both 
during the investigation and the trial the accused admitted 
that they had made preparations for a criminal act. 


One of the group by the name of Butman went to Israel 
after serving his sentence. Not long ago he published a book 
there in which he described with obvious self-satisfaction the 
real motives for the terroristic act and the preparations for it. 
In order to please his Zionist masters Butman, who had, 
incidentally, displayed little bravery during the investigation, 
heaps slander on Soviet people. 


Israeli radio, apparently for purposes of provocation, 
devoted a whole programme to Butman’s “‘revelations’’. 


Things must be going badly for the “defenders of Soviet 
Jews’’ if the Voice of Israel is once again switching over to 
instigating criminal acts openly. But then this is quite in line 
with the policy and practice of state terrorism advocated by 
Israel’s Zionist rulers. 


The majority of Soviet Jews firmly and unequivocally 
reject the Zionists’ solicitations. The sacred Soviet soil, on 
which generations of their ancestors have lived, is their 
homeland, and they have no intention of living anywhere else. 
Soviet people of Jewish nationality are equal with all other 
nations and nationalities inhabiting the Soviet Union, and 
take an active part in the country’s economic, social and 
political life. 


Unfortunately, however, some people still fall for the 
Zionist and Western bait and want to get to the West in the 
belief that the “‘posh life” in capitalist countries offers limit- 
less possibilities. 


That they become disillusioned sooner or later is 
evidenced by numerous appeals and letters sent to the Anti- 
Zionist Committee of Soviet Public Opinion. We do not gloat 
over the misfortunes of our former countrymen, though what 
they have experienced in capitalist countries should come as 
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no surprise to anyone who is even slightly aware of the 
present-day political situation. People are masters of their own 
fate. Having come into direct contact with the cruel capitalist 
system many realize that they have made a tragic mistake. 
The experience of those duped by Zionist and imperialist 
propaganda should serve as an example for others. 


P. O. RASK 


THERE IS A LIMIT 


A MEETING WITH YURI, A ZIONIST WHO BECAME 
A COMMUNIST 


“Friheten’’, newspaper of the Communist Party of Norway, 
February 4, 1986 


Yuri Pines, a Jew who emigrated from the USSR to Israel, 
says there is a limit to everything, even Israel. That’s why he 
refused to serve as a soldier in Lebanon and other territories 
occupied by Israel. 

Yuri is the only serviceman in the Israeli army who has 
managed to do this. But his case is unique also in another 
sense. While in the USSR Yuri considered himself a Zionist; 
now in Israel he has shed his Zionist beliefs and become a 
Communist. 

Yuri was 15 when his family moved to Israel. 

‘““My parents are Zionists, probably even ultra-Zionists. At 
that time I was also a Zionist and was rather critical of the 
Soviet Union. 

“But I can’t say I was against the Soviet system as a 
whole. I like many things in the Soviet system. For instance, 
we were brought up in the school in a spirit of internationalist 
solidarity and equality of all people, and were taught to 
respect national customs and traditions. 

“T had many Russian friends whom I saw regularly,” he 
continued. “I never felt I was being discriminated against on 
account of my nationality. When we arrived in Israel the 
immigration authorities hammered away at the idea that anti- 
Semitism is widespread in the Soviet Union. They tried to 
convince us that we are part of the chosen people. It’s 
incredible how anyone living in the 20th century can seriously 
believe in that kind of thing. 

“For some reason the Israeli and Western media never 
mention the fact that thousands of Jews hold important posts 
in Soviet society. The Israeli press even says that Jews are not 
allowed to apply for exit visas. That is not true, although 
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many are refused an exit visa for one reason or another. It is 
also said that the study of Hebrew is prohibited in the USSR. 
That’s absurd, for I myself studied Hebrew in the Soviet 
Union.” 

Yuri had quite unpleasant experiences soon after he ar- 
rived in Israel. 

“Although it isn’t easy, I’ve always tried to look at things 
without prejudice. When I began to understand the true 
meaning of Zionism with its militarism and discrimination, 
my attitude towards it changed. (For example, when I first 
read in Soviet newspapers about how Palestinians were 
treated in Israel I thought it was a lie.)” 


When Yuri turned 18 he was drafted for a three-year 
service with the armoured corps. 

Looking at Yuri’s good-natured boyish face one finds it 
hard to believe that he dared to stand up to the Israeli 
military machine. But he did, showing greater resolve than 
anyone else. 

“YT was called up five months after the war in Lebanon 
started (1982), but I was not sent to the zone of operations at 
once. First I underwent basic training and then was told that I 
would be dispatched to the West Bank of the River Jordan 
which was occupied by Israeli troops. When I refused to go, 
the military authorities decided to send me to Lebanon 
instead. But I refused again. 

“The commander of my regiment meted out me the 
severest punishment an officer can inflict on a soldier—a 35- 
day arrest,” said Yuri. 

After his release Yuri was once again ordered to go to 
Lebanon. 

“IT refused once again. This time I would be tried not by 
the regimental command. I insisted that my case be heard by 
a court-martial. If found guilty I could get a stiffer sentence, 
but I would be able to defend myself. There is a paragraph in 
the law on conscription which says that a soldier has a right 
not to obey inhuman orders. But the military command 
realized that my case might attract attention, so once more I 
was put under a 35-day arrest.”’ 

And then the whole thing was repeated all over again. 

‘“‘When I was released I was again ordered to go to 
Lebanon, and I refused to go for a third time. I was promised 
a court-martial, but the commanders deceived me and put me 
behind bars without a trial.” 
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Yuri had to serve his third term of imprisonment in 
Lebanon, which he considered even more illegal. 

“TI was forcibly taken to Lebanon but I managed to 
contact Yesh gvul (a public organization that helps soldiers 
refusing to serve in Lebanon). They came to my rescue, there 
was a public outcry over my case, and I was back in Israel in 
less than 24 hours. Once again I had to serve my 35 days. 
Yesh gvul (which means “there is a limit”) was formed by 
2,500 soldiers in reserve at the height of the war in Lebanon. 
In their programme they explain their reasons for condemn- 
ing this unjust war and call for the immediate withdrawal of 
Israeli troops from Lebanon. 

“After I was released for the third time, I was again 
ordered to go to Lebanon. But I again refused. This time the 
military authorities lost their nerve and allowed me to com- 
plete my duty in Israel.” 

Yuri is the only soldier in the Israeli army who has 
managed to avoid serving in Lebanon, without making any 
compromises with the military leadership. 

“Three or four other soldiers who refused to serve in 
Lebanon had to give up in the end. They were made to serve 
in Lebanon for at least several weeks. 

“I managed to escape this because I am a Jew who 
emigrated from the USSR. Israeli propaganda is always 
deeply unhappy when it cannot refer to Jews who left the 
USSR as ‘people of exemplary behaviour’.”’ 

Yuri is not an “exemplary Zionist” in any case. Thus, he 
has no right to give interviews to foreign journalists. This 
doesn’t worry him much, however. 

“‘T hesitated for a couple of days, but now I have made up 
my mind,” he says. 

When he doffs his uniform Yuri plans to go back to his 
flat in Yilo in the Jewish part of the occupied West Bank of 
the River Jordan, where the Pines family lives. 

“T would very much like to move from there to Israel, to 
Western Jerusalem,” Yuri says. “I cannot live in Yilo on land 
captured from the Palestinians.” 

Yuri does not plan to return to the Soviet Union. 

“But the fact that I now live in Israel does not mean that I 
have forgotten the place where I was born.” 

Yuri. believes that only civilians may step on occupied soil. 

“T have taken part in demonstrations together with Pales- 
tinians on the West Bank, but I will never step on occupied 
territory as a soldier, as an invader.” 
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Y. TOLSTYAKOV 


HOW MISHA BECAME MICHAEL 


“Nedelya’’, No. 39, September 22-28, 1986 


The television programme “Have Beens’ shown last 
Sunday—about former Soviet citizens who went to the Unit- 
ed States—became the talk of the town. As soon as the 
programme was over the studio received numerous calls from 
viewers who wished to express their opinions on the pro- 
gramme or who had questions to ask. The programme was 
discussed in the streets, in the Metro and bus, at home and at 
work. No one was indifferent, though the problem it deals 
with is not a new one. We have often read about former 
Soviet citizens who now live in the United States, and their 
letters full of regrets have been published in the press. But it is 
one thing to read and quite another actually to see people if 
only on the TV screen who have found themselves in a strange 
and alien country and listen to them as they recall their 
former life here and compare it with their life there. One of 
the best things about the programme is its truthfulness. 

The programme is over, but the problem remains. People 
are concerned about the fate of their countrymen, even 
though former ones, who through their own fault have found 
themselves across the border. ... How will their life shape up 
in future? 

This was the subject of an interview with the presenter of 
the programme, Genrikh Borovik, a well-known writer on 
international affairs and an author of essays and plays. 

How did the idea of making the programme come about? 

The idea was born back in 1982 after I saw the American 
film The Russians Are Here. I had already written about the 
latter-day Brooklynites, former Soviet citizens. But a TV 
programme required more filming. Enough time had passed 
for those who had gone West to realize what a fatal mistake 
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they had made. Though I haven’t conducted any poll, my 
impression is that they would be happy to come back. 
Is there any news about the people we saw in the film? 

The other day a Soviet UN official told me over the phone 
that Michael Kroll, the stockbroker, is in prison for failure to 
repay large debts he had contracted. Do you remember the 
radio station in Philadelphia mentioned in the programme? It 
was destroyed recently by the Zionists. Such are the news... 

Would it be correct to say that the fate of a former Soviet citizen, one who 
has left for the West, is sealed? 

In practice yes. Western propaganda, which praises capi- 
talist ‘values’ and promotes the consumerist ideology, main- 
ly counts on the weak and ignorant. People who are carried 
away by such propaganda fail to see the fundamental dif- 
ference between human relations in the USSR and, say, the 
United States. Their emigration usually ends in tragedy. 
Western propaganda is interested only in the fact of their 
emigration. The emigrant is squeezed like a lemon for all the 
propaganda value that can be got out of him, for propaganda 
against the USSR, and then is often discarded like rubbish. 

Our ideologies and psychologies and theirs are very much 
apart. The basic notion of what is good and what is bad is 
understood in quite different ways in the USSR and the 
United States, for we have different points of reference. We 
know, for instance, that money is not the perfect recipe for 
true happiness and judge a person by his moral convictions 
and by what he actually does. For example, did I have a right 
to call Michael Kroll a swindler? Yes, because he sells shares 
and as such is considered a profiteer in our country. 

Would you like to add anything to what you’ve already said about the TV 
programme? 

Once a former Soviet citizen told me: “You are to blame 
for my emigration. You didn’t explain to me what kind of 
society Western society is.”’ He said that shortly before he left 
the Soviet Union he saw on television only demonstrations of 
protest in the West, and he just couldn’t perceive what was 
behind these scenes. It is true that we often fail to show the 
essence of Western society in our propaganda, literature and 
art. People who have been to the West on a visit often 
remember only films, an abundance of goods in shops and 
impressive advertisements. Few realize that this abundance is 
not within everybody’s reach. It’s hard for people who have 
never been jobless to know what it means to be unemployed. 
The jobless in the United States are not even second-class 
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citizens; they are tenth-class citizens, for nobody needs them. 
It’s also hard for Soviet people to believe that one would be 
afraid to go out at night, if only to go to a movie or to a 
theatre. And not everyone in the West can afford this, for a 
ticket to a good theatre costs between 50 and 60 dollars. 

We must seriously look into the matter of how our 
propaganda is being conducted at the present stage. I believe 
we are much too fond of cliches, of trite words and phrases. 
Stereotypes only arouse irritation in the reader or viewer; they 
do not touch his imagination. We sometimes forget the power 
of the word which is the journalist’s weapon. 

What’s going to happen to those who decide to come back to the USSR? 

It is hard to say at present. The action itself requires 
courage. In the United States they may be manhandled—tt’s 
not necessary to kill them, they could simply be maimed—or 
they may be dismissed from their jobs. All these are powerful 
means of coercion. Of course, one is sorry for them as one’s 
fellowmen, but one must not forget how they had acted 
toward their homeland. 

We wish to thank you on behalf of our readers for a remarkable TV 
programme. you, and... 

..and also the programme’s editor Irina Yurlova, who 
had put so much effort into it, as well as the Department of 
TV Films of Central Television. 

And one last question: Will the programme be continued? 

We hope to make a sequel on the basis of the viewers’ 

letters. 


Genrikh BOROVIK 


CULTURE AND THE BOMB 


“Pravda’’, September 5, 1986 


Dostoyevsky once wrote in his diary that should mankind 
be called to the Last Judgement it would be able to justify all 
its mistakes by producing to the Supreme Judge only one 
book, Don Quixote by Cervantes. Then all sins would be 
forgiven. 

The great writer spoke of the noble mission of literature 
and culture in general, which is that of sowing on Earth 
goodness, reason and justice, of making man and human 
relations better, purer, loftier. 

There is a different view of culture. It was once most 
frankly voiced by a Nazi big shot who pronounced: “When I 
hear the word ‘culture’ I reach for my pistol.” 

The similar attitude to culture was demonstrated a few 
days ago by those who set off a tear-gas bomb in the 
Metropolitan Opera House in New York at the very start of a 
performance, the first in many years in the United States, by 
the world-famous ensemble of Soviet folk dance directed by 
Igor Moiseyev. 

Of course the bomb was not only aimed against the art of 
the Moiseyev dancers—a remarkable cultural phenomenon 
permeated with a feeling of kindness and love of humanity, 
which so greatly differs from the “pictures of life’ in the 
Soviet Union drawn by US propaganda. 

The bomb was also aimed against the very idea of a 
possible restoration of normal cultural exchanges between the 
USSR and the United States, broken off by the US govern- 
ment in the early 80s, and the establishment of civilized 
relations between our two countries. 

The Jewish Defence League has claimed responsibility for 
the incident. But the word responsibility is out of place here, 
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for I’m quite sure that the fascist-like Zionist league will not 
be brought to account. Just as it was not brought to account 
in the past when it committed acts of hooliganism and 
terrorism against Soviet citizens working in the United States. 

The organizers of the provocation know full well that the 
bomb explosion at the Metropolitan Opera House would be a 
present gratefully received by the most reactionary and in- 
fluential circles in the United States. To them every one of the 
Moiseyev dancers, every applause in the hall means that the 
arrow of the political barometer has shown a minute but 
nevertheless significant shift toward normal relations between 
our countries. In the terminology of professional anti- 
Sovietism, of military concerns, this signifies an approaching 
“storm”? or, more precisely, a threat. A threat to those whose 
job is to create fear of the USSR and, in the final count, to 
those who profit from military contracts. 

In this sense, however strange it may seem, the bomb 
explosion at the Metropolitan Opera House is in the same 
category as the explosions which keep going off at the Nevada 
nuclear test range. 


Florence FOX 


SHATTERED ILLUSIONS 


“Sovietskaya Rossiya’’, May 18, 1986 


What prompted the American journalist Florence Fox to take up 
this subject? Florence Fox has visited the Soviet Union several times 
and has seen for herself that the noisy campaign in the West about the 
“oppression” of Soviet citizens of Jewish nationality is nothing but 
slander. And, having formerly worked for the Hebrew Immigrant Aid 
Society in New York, she can tell Soviet readers the sad story of many 
who have left the Soviet Union. 


Of all anti-Soviet fabrications, none is more blatantly false 
and pernicious than the allegations on “anti-Semitism in the 
Soviet Union’. Socialism delivered the Jews from the po- 
groms of tsarist Russia. The Soviet Union was the first country 
to recognize the State of Israel. In 1945 Albert Einstein, a 
Jew, expressed his gratitude to the Soviet Union for opening 
its borders to tens of thousands of German, Polish and other 
Jews fleeing the Nazis in 1938-1939. When Hitler launched 
the Second World War, the Soviet Union protected its Jewish 
citizens by evacuating them to safety beyond the Urals. 
Israel’s former leader, Menachem Begin—one of the Jews 
rescued—wrote in his autobiography: ‘*T cannot forget ... that 
thanks to the Soviet Union, hundreds of thousands of Jews 
were saved from Nazi hands.” 

More Jewish literature is published in the USSR than 
in any other country. Jewish theatrical and musical companies 
tour the USSR. The United States, with over three times as 
many Jews as the USSR, hasn’t a single permanent Yiddish 
theatre. 

Despite the favourable egalitarian, economic and political 
environment, some Jews emigrate for reasons which have 
nothing to do with the way they are treated in the Soviet Union. 

Some leave for reasons of religious orthodoxy which 
mandates the return to the land of their biblical ancestors 
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expressed in the centuries-old prayer: “Next year in 
Jerusalem’. 

The late Golda Meir stressed to members of the Knesset 
that it costs Israel 30,000 pounds to educate a doctor, which it 
could ill afford. Her solution was simple—lure to Israel Soviet 
Jews whose education and training had already been paid by 
their state. This brain drain was to be justified by a propa- 
ganda campaign to “save the Russian Jews”’. 

The Soviet law which permits emigration for reunification 
of families dispersed throughout the world during the Second 
World War precipitated a flood of invitations from Israel to 
Soviet Jews to reunite with real as well as bogus relatives. 

Israeli officials note with alarm that most Jews who leave 
the Soviet Union, presumably to rejoin relatives in Israel, do 
not truly intend to settle in Israel. The campaign to recruit 
Soviet Jews grows increasingly urgent as Israel faces an 
exodus, not only of immigrants, but native Sabras as well. 
Since the mid-70s disenchanted emigre Jews began returning 
to the USSR. 

Israelis live amid constant foreboding, aggravated by 
economic, political and military problems and general un- 
certainty. The authorities of the nation of 3.5 million Jewish 
immigrants are alarmed and embarrassed by the continuing 
exodus of Jews from Israel. They are trying hard to halt the 
trend. They apply the epithet ‘“yordim” (fall from grace in 
Hebrew) and impose restrictive measures against those who 
leave. The Zionists keep silent about the fact that leaving 
Israel is very difficult for most who would wish to go and 
simply impossible for many who are unable to pay all the 
“debts” prescribed by the emigration rules, including the 
repayment of loans for initial settlement. 

The American writer Philip Bonosky wrote in the Political 
Affairs: “*... It is Zionism and America’s Middle East policy 
and not the Soviets who need anti-Semitism in the Soviet 
Union! And where it doesn’t exist, it must be made to exist, 
one way or the other ... .” 

When anti-Sovieteers claim that Jews emigrate to escape 
“oppression” they also offer escape from prosecution for 
criminal acts. A New York Daily News report (April 16, 1984) 
cited a “‘nationwide network of lawless Russian immigrants ... 
involved in murder, drug trafficking and counterfeiting... The 
country’s newest crime syndicate ... hardened criminals from 
Soviet jails with bogus documents saying they were im- 
prisoned as political dissidents...” 
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People who request exit visas from the USSR (for any 
reason) are termed “dissidents” in the West. But those who 
exploit them as “champions of human rights” fail to publicize 
the crimes committed by some of these people. Shcharansky, 
for instance, was convicted for espionage—arranging to 
deliver intelligence data on Soviet defences to the West, 
and collaborating with foreign centres of anti-Soviet 
subversion. 

While working for the Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society 
(HIAS) some time ago, I learned what happened to Soviet 
emigres in New York City. They were obliged to fill out forms 
indicating previous education and work history for placement 
purposes. I was amazed to learn of the general superior level 
of education and positions they had in the USSR. 

Despite language difficulties, chronic unemployment and 
the housing crisis plaguing the US, these newcomers had been 
led to expect jobs as good or better than those they had back 
home. The immediate problem facing HIAS was to provide 
housing for their new charges. The housing shortage obliged 
them to be moved in with immigrants previously sheltered in 
overcrowded quarters. 

Only 1.2 per cent of Soviet Jews emigrating to the US 
have found employment in occupations related to their pro- 
fessional training. Most must settle for low-paying menial 
jobs and sub-standard working conditions. After a few 
months in the US, their sponsoring agencies leave them to 
shift for themselves. They are further “Americanized’”’ in 
unemployment and welfare offices. 

The majority of emigres experience culture shock when 
they discover that in this free country nothing is free, and they 
are confronted with problems they did not have back home— 
those of survival amid chronic unemployment, extremely high 
cost of medical assistance and education, acute housing 
shortage and the high cost of public transport. Kindergartens, 
summer camps for children and family vacationing are also 
very expensive... 

Geri Jones, a resident of California’s affluent North 
Country, expressed her concern in a letter to the Los Angeles 
Times (December 29, 1985): 

‘“‘A pregnant mother and her four small children are being 
shifted from shelter to shelter; in between they live on the 
streets. An elderly woman, suffering from a debilitating 
mental illness, is living in an old automobile with her sole 
companion—a little dog... A little girl who had just survived a 
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cardiac operation and her mother are homeless, hungry and 
have almost nothing to wear; they have nothing to live on.” 

Geri Jones wrote further: “These are not isolated in- 
stances, but current examples of every-day reality. The pathetic 
situation described here didn’t occur in some remote village in 
faraway Mexico, in the African sub-Sahara, or the worst part 
of Harlem, New York. No, these cases are occurring today, 
with regularity, right here in our city, in our neighbour- 
hood, in our block ... . Hundreds of migrant workers live in 
deplorable conditions, such as foxholes dug in the soil ...” 

Medical workers who have left the USSR encounter 
unaccustomed discrimination in the USA. Arkady Fishman, 
spokesman for 34 Jewish emigre doctors, lodged a complaint 
with the US government when, after passing all qualification 
exams in medicine and English, their applications were turned 
down by 800 hospitals. 

Some emigres, their illusions shattered, have committed 
suicide. Their stories have not been publicized. An official of 
HIAS told me sadly: ““How I wish someone would tell the 
Jews in the Soviet Union how much better off they would be 
to stay where they are.” 

Disillusioned emigres who see their homeland slandered in 
the press, in films, TV broadcasts and comic strips experience 
feelings of guilt for having betrayed their country, their family 
and friends. Life in capitalist conditions is alien to those who 
have grown up in the land of socialism. They belatedly 
appreciate all the benefits guaranteed by the Soviet Consti- 
tution, which they had taken for granted. 
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ZIONISM: 
Words 


and 
Deeds 


The Anti-Zionist Committee of Soviet 
Public Opinion (ACSPO) will be putting 
out periodically material taken from the 
Soviet and foreign press that take a criti- 
cal look at the ideology and policies of 
Zionism. The present collection is the first 
issue. 

The material in this collection covers 
the second half of 1985 and 1986. It 
exposes Zionism’s reactionary essence 
and various aspects of the Zionists’ ac- 
tivity directed against detente and peace, 
against the Arab national liberation move- 
ment, as well as against the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries. 
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